






Vol. XLII 





The Traffic World 


ISSUED EVERY SATURDAY BY 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION, CHICAGO, ILL. 


(Copyright, 1928. Twenty-first Year) 
(Member of A. B. C.) 


A working tool for traffic men. both industrial and railroad; a national journal of transportation news; independent as between carrier and shipper 
DECEMBER 15, 1928 











No. 24 





W. C. TYLER, Secretary-Treasurer 


fi A. AMER. eda Editor and __R. J. BAYER, "Circulation Manager 




















Como. ELLOGG, Advert 

mber New York Advertune Oise OLE, tind Se) it 

pe =s 4 eal Service Department, Washington News Bureau 

miles, 

nento, \d be found on sale at the following places: 

Rose. ade caste Ta World, 418 South Marker Street. 

Rose. .. 37 West Monroe Street 

Cin con Talc tion, Mills Building 17th and Pennsylvania 
Washington—New Willard H News S 

Y be Now Vors—tivtaling x Seowe Baas oe ©.‘ 40th Street. 

nt The Teaffie World may lbs read en the following tra 

Tal Great Northern Railroad —Oriental Limited and Winnipeg Limited. 

Ctivi. Lehigh  Valtey Retest Ce Frag ory appan, New Yorker, Lehigh Limited, Philadelphian, 

com. 

eted TERMS OF SUBSCRIPTION 

| 26, ONE YEAR $10.00 

eon DMM TG, gh St ee es ss 3.00 
SL COUN ii ee, AS ec ie Re ee es Ue ese ks 25 

‘Lit- 

tn, IE 418-430 South Market Street Mills Buildin 

fol- CHICAGO, ILL. WASHINGTON, D. C. 

it 

aa THE MERCHANT MARINE 

lar If the Shipping Board in the-near future practices 

— what it is preaching on the subject of private ownership 
and operation of the American merchant marine, the 

6, government may get out of the ocean shipping business in 

ig a jiffy. In its annual report to Congress last week the 

es board said that legislation should be enacted looking to 

16 the transfer to privately owned American shipping interests 

of army and navy transport services and of the vessels 
owned and chartered by the Panama Railroad Steamship 

l Line. This week the board adopted a resolution asking 


form that the Secretary of the Navy would be free to 
award contracts for the building of cruisers to private ship- 
builders instead of being required to build some of the 
vessels in government navy yards. ; 

These recommendations have been made by the board 
in the interest of the development of privately owned and 
operated ships and of ship yards under private ownership 
and operation. The board has disposed of a. substantial 
part of the government-owned merchant marine. It is to 
be inferred from its recommendations that it will diligently 
seek to dispose of the remainder of the government mer- 
chant fleet as rapidly. as possible. Any other course would 
not be in conformity with what it is asking Congress to 
do in the case of other governmental shipping activities. 


: Congress to pass the pending naval construction bill in such 


COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 
President Coolidge is to be congratulated on his 
reappointment of commissioners Aitchison, Farrell and 
Porter. Commissioners Aitchison and Farrell are fully 
equipped for their work and there is no question about the 
excellence of the appointments. Mr. Porter was not a 
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good appointment when he was first named, for he knew 
nothing about the subject with which he was to deal. But 
he has had experience now and to reappoint him is at least 
better than to appoint some other man who has no 
knowledge or experience that would equip him for the 
position. 

The Senate is also to be congratulated onthe prospect 
that there will be little or no fight on the nominations, 
especially the nomination of Commission Aitchison. But 
it is also to be smiled at. The Senate kept Commissioner 
Esch from reappointment because of his attitude in the 
lake cargo coal case. Commissioner Aitchison acted 
exactly as did Mr. Esch, but he is not opposed in the 
Senate. The situation goes to show either that the Senate 
has thought the matter over and concluded to take a wiser 
and broader course, or that it was simply acting under sud- 
den heat and temporary vindictiveness when it refused to 
confirm the nomination of Mr. Esch and now has forgotten 
all about the matter, after the manner of a naughty boy 
who has forgotten why he was naughty.. Take your choice. 


MERCHANT MARINE SUBSIDY 


The subcommittee of the House committee on 
appropriations in charge of the Post Office appropriation 
bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, apparently 
believes in calling a spade a spade. In the published 
hearings of the subcommittee the heading, “Subsidy 
Contracts,” appears over testimony relating to the ocean 
mail contracts provided for by the merchant marine act 
of 1928. 

Efforts to get a subsidy bill through Congress for 
the merchant marine were not successful when the bill 
carried the word “subsidy” before it. The last failure in 
that respect was when President Harding and A. D. 
Lasker, at the time chairman of the Shipping Board, 
fathered a ship subsidy bill. 

Whether or not it was generally known at the last 
session of Congress that the Jones-White bill was a 
subsidy bill, Congress passed it and, according to the 
testimony before the appropriation committee, there will 
be a substantial subsidy paid to American shipping lines 
thereunder. 

W. Irving Glover, Second Assistant Postmaster 
General, expressed the opinion before the. committee 
that $20,000,000 a year should be expended under the 
special mail contracts executed by authority of the mer- 
chant marine act of 1928. 

The extent of the subsidy being paid to American 
steamship lines is indicated in testimony showing, for 
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TRANSPORTATION 
BRINGS INDUSTRY 
TO THE PRAIRIE 


Transportation supplied by a modern electrified railway has 
played a major part in locating the world’s first commercial 
cornstalk pulp mill at Danville, IIl. 
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Cylinder paper machine, Cornstalk Products Company, Danville, 
Ill. Paper pulp from this mill made from corn stalks gathered on 
farms in the Illinois corn belt supplied the paper on which was 
printed the entire December 15 issue of “The Prairie Farmer.” 


The plant of the Cornstalk Products Company is served 
exclusively by electrified lines of the Illinois Terminal Rail- 
road System. 


Through these lines the new mill has prompt’ and efficient 
service to and from all points in the United States and Can- 
ada. Adequate motive power, standard equipment and in- 
terchange arrangement with all railways make this possible. 


Other paper mills will locate in the corn belt, as other 
industries are doing, on lines of the Illinois Terminal Rail- 
road System. Let us tell you about available industrial sites. 
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Traffic Department—1221 Locust St., St. Louis, Mo. 
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| ELECTRIFIED LINES 
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example, that one steamship line is to receive $1,056,775 
for the fiscal year 1930 in excess of what it would receive 
were it to be paid on a weight basis for carrying the 
mails. On contracts that. Have been awarded for the 
fscal year 1930 the difference between the weight basis 
cost and the present contract rate is $7,516,201. 


MORE DAVIS HANDSPRINGS 


Dwight F. Davis, Secretary of War, continues his 
arithmetical gymnastics, commented on in this column 
last week, in his speech before the Rivers and ‘Harbors 
Congress. Speaking of inland waterway development 
and waterborne commerce he said: “On domestic com- 
merce alone the savings have been estimated at five 
hundred million dollars annually.” Who makes this esti- 
mate and how does he do it? We do not know. We 
suspect that nobody has done it and that the figure is 
simply a wild expression of Mr. Davis’s own idea of 
the way in which savings in freight charges due to 
waterway transportation must have multiplied them- 
selves. Certainly half a billion dollars does not repre- 
sent the actual sa¥ing in freight costs due to a lower 
charge by water itn’ would have been paid on the same 
freight by rail. Igmust represent the savings as esti- 
mated—or dreamé@d—under the system used by Mr. 
Davis in multiplyt#g many times the actual saving of 
something over geven millon dollars to barge line ship- 
pers. We do nof desire to continue to make Mr. Davis 
look ridiculous, but it is important that the fallacy of 
these wild ravings’ be exposed. Most people read and 
think casually ang they accept such statements as facts 
unless their atelpon is called to the misrepresentation. 





RAILROAD WAGE SETTLEMENTS 

The United States Board of Mediation, in its annual 
report, discusses in*a general way the situation under 
the railway labor act but it does not set forth the 
results, in dollars and cents in the aggregate, of media- 
tion, arbitration, and emergency board action under the 
law. It would be interesting to know what the settle- 
ments made under the law since its approval May 20, 


1926, mean in aggregate money payments to employes, 
as compared with the aggregate money payments before 


the settlements were effected. This information should 
be included in the reports of the board. 


GOVERNMENT IN BUSINESS 

Whether or not government ownership of the rail- 
roads is a live issue, the country now has, in develop- 
ments before the U. S. Shipping Board, which controls 
the government-owned merchant marine, an illustration 
of what, in.all probability, would be the case if the rail- 
roads were the property of the government. On Decem- 
ber 7, a large group of senators and representatives 
swooped down on the board, part of them appealing for 
settlement of the jute rate controversy one way and part 
of them urging settlement in another way. 

The senators and representatives who appeared 
before the board have a voice as to the amount of money 
that is appropriated for the board and Fleet Corporation. 
The senators have a voice in the approval or disapproval 
of appointments to the board. Yet, with this power, 
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they do not hesitate to appear before the board as 
advocates. 

The practice of members of Congress appearing 
before the board has been followed for some time. It is 
said, however, that never before, perhaps, did they 
appear in such force as at the jute hearing. The practice 
should be stopped. The board might well take action 
looking to that end. Those directly interested in mat- 
ters befote the board could contribute much toward 
abolition of the practice if they would cease appealing 
to their senators and representatives to help them out. 


FACING OR EVADING? 


An editorial in the December Valve World, “house 
organ” of Crane Company, replying to an editorial in 
the September 29 Traffic World, is headed, “Facing the 
Logic of a Proposition,” but seems to us to be doing 
quite otherwise than facing anything. We are lost in 
the maze of the editor’s words as to just what he meant 
in his original editorial and just what answer he is trying 
to make to our questions. We get a decided impression 
of “side stepping” or evasion. He says: 

In a recent issue The Traffic World reprints from the September 
issue of The Valve World our editorial, “Untaxed Utilities and the 
Taxpayer.” The first proposition set forth in that editorial—advanced 


by a special state commission studying the general tax situation in 
the state,—was this: 

“The exemption of municipally owned utilities—water supply, 
electric, port, etc., from taxation, discriminates against the rural tax- 
payer; and by logical extension, we may add, against the general 


taxpayer, as well.” 


The second proposition, also advanced by the commission, was, 
that “all. publicly owned properties conducted for profit should be 
placed on the tax rolls on the same basis as private enterprises.” 

The Traffic World wonders “whether the author has in mind the 
complete application of the theory he favors, and, if he has, whether 
the concern that employs him agrees with him;” and to make the 
point specific it adds: “We have no information on the subject, but 
we wonder whether Crane Co. takes this attitude toward the govern- 
ment’s Mississippi River operations (the Mississippi Barge Line), 
and its proposed Illinois waterway operations. If it is an actual or 
potential user of these waterway services and does take that attitude, 
then it is an exception among midwest business houses, usually utterly 
pragmatic and selfish in their consideration of policies that may 
lower costs to them but that are unsound economically and unfair to 
others.” 

It may be said, that in the consideration of public questions, espe- 
cially those which, like taxation, vitally concern the welfare of every 
citizen of this republic and which are yet far from being settled 
equitably and satisfactorily, The Valve World is careful to avoid 
an attitude of dogmatism, but wishes rather to be taken as an earnest 
and open-minded student, whose chief desire is to find the best solu- 
tion not only for itself but for all concerned. 

If we now and then comment favorably upon some phase of a 
public question it is not that we are definitely committed to it, but 
that. it seems to be a step toward a satisfactory solution. And to 
whatever end the logic of our comments might lead—provided they 
involve our convictions of what is right and fair and just and rea- 
sonable—there need be no doubt that we shall face that logic and its 
conclusion without evasion and without fear. It is one of the settled 
principles of this magazine and of its publishers that whatever is 
good for all the people of the United States is good for Crane Co., 
and that whatever might seem to be an advantage to the Company 
but would prove to be “unsound economically and unfair to others” 
(to quote The Traffic World), in the long run would not be good 
for the Company. 

This is not altruism. It is sound, practical business. It also might 
be considered practical business to assume—taking the cited instance 
of the Government Barge Line and the possibilities of lower freight 
rates—that money saved through an equitable, scientific solution of 
the taxation problem might far more than offset the difference in 
rates that would have to take into consideration the taxing of all 
publicly owned properties, conducted for profit, on the same basis as 
private enterprises. 

Let us emphasize this point: On matters concerning the welfare 
of the people of this country—and this, of course, includes ourselves 
—we are continually seeking the better or the best way. We are 
earnestly looking for more light. We are not definitely committed 


to any theory or any method. We are students of the questions we 
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discuss. And we shall have no fear for ourselves as to the outcome 
- of any proposition which has right, equity and justice, nicely blended 
with common sense, as its actuating motives. 


COOLIDGE ON AIR TRANSPORT 


“The nineteenth century was the railroad and steamboat 
age,” said President Coolidge in an address December 12 before 
the International Civil Aeronautics Conference in Washington. 

“The twentieth century will be known for the development 
of aeronautics and air transport. The airways of the world now 
have a greater mileage than the railways did in 1850, the twenty- 
fifth anniversary of the opening of the first railroad built by 
Stephenson.” 

Commenting on the safety of air passenger service, com- 
pared with that of railroads in the early days, the President 
said in 1927 the Imperial Airways, Ltd., carried 52,000 passengers 
over 2,500,000 miles without injury to a single passenger, while 
in 1842, eight English railways, carrying 10,503 passengers over 
3,562,338 miles, killed 22 and injured 34 others. Continuing, 
he said, in part: 


The country-wide tour of Lindbergh in the United States, follow- 
ing his wonderful and spectacular flight to Paris, did much to make 
America air-minded. A large amount of civil flying is now being done 
here, and the civilian-owned aircraft number over 6,000. 

The aeronautic branch of our Department of Commerce is vigilant, 
resourceful and progressive. It has inaugurated a comprehensive sys- 
tem of regulation and control of aircraft manufacture as well as oper- 
ation. Airways are laid out over the best flying country, and aids to 
flying, such as beacons and weather reports, are furnished. Our 
transcontinental airway from New York to San Francisco is over 2,600 
miles long. More than 3,000 additional miles of airway are under the 
jurisdiction of the Department of Commerce. An air-information 
service is maintained and aeronautic research carried on through the 
Bureau of Standards. Valuable cooperation is rendered in the estab- 
lishment and equipment of airports. On October 1, 1,387 ports were 
available for the use of the army, navy and commercial fliers. Mu- 
nicipalities and communities in all parts of the country, realizing that 
air contacts mean more and better business, are planning airports. 
Nearly 900 more are now in prospect. 

Air transport means much to the United States, divided as it is 
in the west by lofty mountain ranges and deserts. In the early days 
it took six months to go from Missouri to the Pacific coast. An air- 
plane has traveled across the continent in less than 24 hours. We are 
stretching out our arms through the air to Canada and to our other 
friends and neighbors in the south. 

Ali nations are looking forward to the day of extensive, regular, 
and reasonably safe intercontinental and interoceanic transportation 
by airplane and airship. What the future holds out even the imagina- 
tion may be inadequate to grasp. We may be sure, however, that the 
perfection and extension of air transport throughout the world will 
be of the utmost significance to civilization. While the primary aim 
of this industry is and will be commercial and economic and the pros- 
cot d of the world will be immeasurably advanced by it, pene cog 
ut no less surely, will the nations be drawn more closely together in 
bonds of amity and understanding. This conference, I know. will have 
far-reaching results in the advancement of a science and industry 
which appeals both to the spirit and the reason of man and which as 
the years go by will cement more and more firmly the bonds of inter- 
national brotherhood. 


President Coolidge reviewed the history of the development 
of “human flight,” referred to the air mail service of the United 
States, and the creation of an aeronautics department in the 
Department of Commerce, in 1926. At that time, said he (1926), 
the value of the aeronautic industry of the United States was 
placed at less than $5,000,000. 

“Today,” said he, “it is said to be in excess of $150,000,000. 
In 1925 the production of aircraft was valued at about $13,000,- 
000; for 1928 the estimate is over. $50,000,000.” 


Thé President said there were now more than 22 air mail 
routes with a daily mileage of nearly 31,000 miles in the United 
States. He said the air-mail poundage for January, 1926, was 
23,000 pounds, while in October this year 467,422 pounds were 
carried as compared with 423,838 in the preceding month. Re- 
duction in the postal rates last July, he said, doubled the amount 
of air mail carried in 30 days. Reviewing developments in 
aviation throughout the world, the President said: 


Aeronautics have been rapidly advanced in other parts of the 
world as well. Nearly half of the 70,000 miles of air routes regluarly 
operated in the world are in international air services, connecting 
important cities. Approximately, 10,500 are in Latin America and 
about 5,000 in Australia. Some haye been in operation for several 
years. Among the new services opened in 1928 are the Peruvian Navy 
line over the 6,000 miles between Lima and Iquitos, between Lima and 
Talara, and the Barranquilla-Guayaquil, Nueve-Laredo, Dakar-Buenos 
Aires, and Montreal to New York lines. Additional routes are being 
planned between the United States and the West Indes, South Amer- 
ica and Mexico, and Australia and Canada. Important routes being 
considered are between the Netherlands and the Netherland East 
Indies and between Great Britain and Australia. 

From incomplete reports it is indicated that about 15,000,000 miles 
were flown on ropean air services along in 1927, and more than 
200,000 eneesnants carried and 10,000,000 pounds of luggage and goods 
and 3,000,000 unds of mail. An average of nearly 75,000 miles daily 
were flown. It is estimated that these figures will be increased from 
25 to 33 per cent for 1928. Most of the European lines have govern- 
ment subsidies. The efficient way in which they are operated has 
resulted in increasingly better financial reports. ; 

Regular flying in the United States, beginning with a short mail 
line, has increased until this year there are approximately 15,500 miles 
of airwavs, on which during the first six months of the year nearly 
three and a quarter million miles were flown on regular schedule. The 
daily mileage is estimated at 52,000 miles. We have three important 
international lines—New York to Montreal, Seattle to Vancouver. and 
Miami to Habana. Plans to extend the latter to the Isthmus and South 
America are under way. The transportation companies have been 
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taxed far beyond their equipment. 
ment has been the linking of the airplane and the transcontinent,) 
railways, providing a rapid journey between distant points. The a; 
plane is used for fast day travel, with a transfer to a railroad for the 
night journey. 


COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 


Chairman Watson, of the Senate interstate commerce com. 
mittee, said December 10 that he expected the nominations 9 
Commissioners Aitchison, Porter and Farrell to be approveg 
because he knew of no opposition at that time. ; 

The committee, at its meeting December 12, decided to dete 
action on the nominations until December 14. The Senate me 
at 11 o’clock December 12 and the committee desired more time 
in which to discuss the nominations than was afforded on ag. 
count of the early meeting of the Senate, it was said. 

The Committee did not consider the appointments December; 
14, but will take them up probably some time next week. 

President W. C. Fitch, of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America, under date of Nov. 30, wrote the following letter to 
President Coolidge: 

“By direction of the board of directors of the Associateg 
Traffic Clubs of America and by virtue of the instructions of 
majority of the traffic clubs comprising the organization, I calj 
your attention to resolution of the association adopted at st. 
Louis on Dec. 6, 1922, and frequently reaffirmed since that time, 

RESOLVED, That it is the sense of The Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, to be presented to the President of the United States 
with proper representations as to our qualifications to speak, that 
appointments to the Interstate Commerce Commission should be made 
with sole view to the fitness of the appointee to serve on this body, 
whose functions are of the utmost importance to both shippers and 


earriers. Appointees should be men of experience in the transporta- 
tion world. 


A recent and important deye 


“The Associated Traffic Clubs of America is composed of 
fifty-one traffic clubs, located in all parts of the United States, 
Membership in the local traffic clubs represents approximately 
fifty per cent industry and commercial traffic men and fifty per 
cent carrier traffic men. One of the objects of the national 
organization is to encourage such transportation policies as will, 
in its judgment, be most likely to result’ in reasonable rates and 
adequate service to the users of transportation and in reasonable 
profits under fair regulation to the transportation companies— 
and we believe that the kind of appointments made to the Inter. 
state Commerce Commission has material bearing upon the best 
interests of the country. We believe, also, that you will be 
interested in knowing that so large a body of men closely iden- 
tified with transportation are desirous that appointments to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission should be made with the sole 
view of the fitness of the appointee to serve in that body.” 


MOTOR VEHICLES AND CONSOLIDATION 


Chairman Parker, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, conferred December 10 with Chairman Wat- 
son, of the Senate interstate commerce committee, relative to 
action by the Senate on proposed railroad consolidation and 
motor vehicle legislation. It was understood that the result of 
the conference was that, until it was determined whether farm 
relief legislation would be taken up at this session, plans with 
respect to the transportation legislation could not be made. If 
farm legislation were to be deferred for a special session, it 
was said, there might be a chance for the other legislation. 

Representatives of bus operators and railroads, discussing a 
report December 8 to the effect that agreement had been 
reached by all interested parties on proposed motor bus regu- 
lation legislation, said an agreement had not been reached. It 
was indicated that several aspects of the matter were still 
under discussion and that an agreement might be reached in 
the near future. 


PULLMAN SURCHARGE BILL 


Senator Robinson, of Arkansas, made two efforts in the 
Senate December 10 to have his bill repealing the Pullman sur- 
charge considered. Objection was made by Senator Smoot and 
the bill was not taken up. 

The board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States has authorized the executive officers of the organ- 
ization to present to Congress the chamber’s position opposing 
legislation contained in the Robinson bill (S. 668) providing for 
repeal of the surcharge on travel in parlor and sleeping cars, 
because it contravenes the position taken by the chamber’s 
membership, to the effect that, instead of any attempt to deal 
with rates and other problems of regulation of common carriers 
through legislation, such problems should be handled by properly 
constituted federal and state administrative agencies. 


PAN AMERICAN HIGHWAY 
Representative McLeod, of Michigan, has introduced House 
joint resolution 341, authorizing the President to call a con- 


ference on questions relating to the construction of an inter- 
American highway. 
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of the L. R. and N. A man who rode on that road, unless he 
was on the business of the road, paid his fare, including Wil- 
liam Edenborn. The statement was made that he bought a 
ticket even when he was on the business of the railroad. That, 
perhaps, was a bit far fetched, in the sense that those who saw 
Edenborn buy tickets did not always know on what business 
he was traveling. Newspaper consolidations, perhaps, conceal 
probably just as many aches. The mortality among newspapers 
widely known, probably, has been greater than that among the 
railroads. Twenty-five years ago if anyone had said the Chi- 
cago Inter Ocean, the Chicago Chronicle, the Cleveland Leader, 
the Pittsburgh Dispatch; Philadelphia Evening Telegraph, and 
Philadelphia North American would disappear in less than a quar- 
ter of a century, he would have been set down as subject to 
scrutiny by healers of mental diseases. But they are gone and 
the names of the men who made them notable have disappeared 
as will the name of Edenborn, in the course of a short time. 
Only middle-aged men can recall, with relative ease, the 
names of members of the McKinley cabinet, though at least one 
member of it is still alive. Bernadotte, one of whose descend- 
ants Married Miss Manville a short time ago, is the only Napo- 
leonic era name that gets into the day’s news oftener than once 
in a blue moon, if at all. The Swedes, at no time since they 
selected Marshal Bernadotte to be their crown prince, seem 
to have tired of the Bernadcttes, either as men or as kings.— 
A. E. H. 


HOCH-SMITH REPEAL 


“Viewed from all angles, the Hoch-Smith resolution is so 
unsound and so impossible of equitable administration that it 
should have no place in transportation legislation,’ says the 
National Association of Owners of Railroad and Public Utility 
Securities in a review of the origin of the resolution and events 
that have transpired under it entitled “The Hoch-Smith Experi- 
ment, A Political Rate-Making Failure.” 

“Relief to- farmers,” continues the association, “should lie 
at some other source than the railroad treasuries, and, as for 
basic commodities other than agricultural products, there has 
been no convincing evidence that they need relief. The resolu- 
tion should be repealed as soon as possible, in order that the 
railroads, particularly those in western territory, may be saved 
from disaster. After its repeal rates can be so adjusted, under 
the scrutiny of the Commission, as to meet increased operating 
costs, including wages, and in addition yield a fair return upon 
the investment in the nation’s transportation system.” 

The association says that, notwithstanding what may have 
been the theory motivating the CommisSion, “the net result of 
its policies under the Hoch-Smith resolution has been a pro- 
gressive whittling down of the rate structure year by year, 
though the carriers as a whole have not been earning the fair 
return provided by statute and prescribed by the Commission, 
and in spite of records replete with convincing evidence of this 
fact,” and adds: 


It would also appear that the carriers have been somewhat 
dilatory in this matter. They have stood by, watching their revenues 
being slashed to the bone, but have not made aggressive efforts to 
recoup their losses by proposing increased rates on non-basic com- 
modities. Since the attitude of the Commission with respect to 
initiating rates is known to the carriers, it would seem they should 
make every attempt to place that body in a position to ‘authorize’ 
the needed increases. 

The carriers are faced by very great difficulties in this connec- 
tion, There is to be considered the attitude of shippers of com- 
moditits on which rates would have to be increased. It is only 
natural that they should fight most vigorously against assuming any 
additional burden in order that shippers of basic commodities may 
profit. Competitive conditions, therefore, warn individual carriers 
to go slow in proposing such increases, and any action taken in the 

r must be of general application. However, concerted action 
requifes co-operation among. carriers, something which seems to 
be lacking at the present time. 

Another thing to be considered in connection with increasing rates 
on non-basic commodities is the unequal distribution of this class 
of traffic among carriers. An.increase in rates on such commodities 
might affect some carriers to the extent of placing them in the 
recapture class,- because their traffic is largely non-basic. ‘Other 
roads would receive practically no relief from such increases, owing 
to the fact that their traffic is almost entirely basic in character. A 
road which is primarily a coal road, or an agricultural road, would 
benefit little, if any, from increases in rates on manufactured articles 
or class or less-carload traffic in general. 

The Commission has declared that needed revenue increases must 
come from increases in rates on particular commodities, not from 
general percentage increases in all rates. 





HOCH-SMITH PETROLEUM 


The Commission, in No. 17000, part 4-A, rates on refined 
petroleum products from, to, and between points in the south- 
west, upon petition of the complainants in No. 21080, Anderson 
Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. and four sub-num- 
bers thereunder, Oscar Fuller et al. vs. Santa Fe et al, Bradfield 
Oil & Supply Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al., Alton 
Automobile Co. et al. vs. Same, and Andrew County Oil Co. 
et al. vs. Same, and No. 20835, Gulf Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Same, the petition of the carriers and informal requests for 
modification, has amended its order of October 1 so as to 
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embrace additional interstate rates. The added territory ' 
that part of Missouri on and south of the line of the Rog 
Island from Kansas City, through Eldon to Labadie, theng 
along the Missouri Pacific to Pacific, thence the St. Louisgy 
Francisco to St. Louis,- including that point. The m ; 
order also brings in the relationship between the interstate 

intrastate rates and charges in the part of Missouri describes 













HOCH-SMITH HAY 


The Commission, in No. 17000, part 10, Hoch-Smith hay, ay 
the cases joined with it, has announced hearings before 
iners Worthington and Walsh, at 10 a. m. on the dates and a 
the places as follows: January 17, El Paso, Tex., 314 Co 
Court Hause; January 23, Phoenix, Ariz., House Chamber, (jg, 
itol Building; January 28, Los Angeles, Calif., rooms of Californi, 
Railroad Commission, Associated Realty Building; February ; 
San Francisco, Calif., 237 Merchants’ Exchange; February 7 
Salt Lake City, Utah, U. S. Court rooms. Dates and places ¢ 
further hearings will be announced later, says the announcement, 


HOCH-SMITH IRON AND STEEL 


The Commission has assigned for argument, on January 3 and 
4, No. 17000, part 6, the Hoch-Smith steel inquiry, and the case 
joined together for hearing and disposition with it. The cage 
so joined are seventeen formal complaints and three suspep. 
sion proceedings. The latter cover schedules filed by the 
carriers to cover iron and steel articles from Brazil and Terr 
Haute, Ind. to Chicago, iron and steel articles between points 
in New England, and iron and steel articles from Cleveland, 
O., to Dunkirk, N. Y. The arguments, lasting for two days, wil] 
be begun at 10 a. m. each day. 


MOVEMENT OF TRAFFIC, ETC. 


A new high record for all time was established in October 
by the railroads in the speed with which freight traffic was 
handled, according to the Bureau of Railway Economics, which 
says: 


The daily average movement per freight car in that month was 
36.2 miles, the highest average for any month on record and an 
increase of 1.5 miles above the best previous record for any month 
which was attained in October last year. It also was an increase of 
1.9 miles above that for October, 1926. 

The daily average movement per freight car for the first ten 
months in 1928 was also the highest ever attained for any correspond- 
ing period, amonins, to 31.2 miles per day. This was an increase 
of five-tenths of a mile above the daily average for the same period 
last year and an increase of four-fifths of a mile above that for the 
first ten months in “ 

The average load per car in October was 27 tons, including less 
than carload lot freight as well as carload lot freight. This was an 
increase of five-tenths of one ton over the average for October last 
year. For the first ten months in 1928, the average load per car was 
26.6 tons, compared with 27.2 tons for the same period in 1927 ora 
decrease of six-tenths of one ton. 

The volume of freight traffic handled by the Class I railroads in 
October this year amounted to 48,205,507,000 net ton miles. 

This was an increase of 2,668,956,000 net ton miles or 65.9 per 
cent over October, 1927, but a decrease of 90,554,000 net ton miles or 
two-tenths of one per cent under the same month in 1926. 

In the Eastern district, there was an increase in the volume of 
freight handled of 8.6 per cent in October, 1928, compared with 
the same month last year, while the Southern district reported a 
decrease of six-tenths of one per cent. The Western district reported 
an increase of 4.7 per cent. 

For the first ten months in 1928, the volume of freight handled 
by the Class I railroads amounted to 397,368,913,000 net ton miles. 
This was a decrease of 5,483,825,000 net ton miles or 1.4 per cent 
below the corresponding period last year and a decrease of 7,856,- 
873,000 net ton miles or 1.9 per cent below the same period in 1926. 

Railroads in the Eastern district for the ten months’ period this 
year reported a decrease of 4.3 per cent in the volume of traffic 
compared with the same period in 1927, while the Southern district 
reported a decrease of 7.4 per cent. The Western district reported 
an increase of 5.1 per cent. 


RAILROAD EMPLOYMENT FIGURES 


The number of employes of Class I railroads the middle of 
October was 1,723,795, a decrease of 3.35 per cent as compared 
with the number in October, 1927, according to statistics com- 
piled from carriers’ reports by the bureau of statistics of the 
Commission. The number of employes, by groups, follows: 
Executives, officials and staff assistants, 16,877; professional, 
clerical and general, 271,678; maintenance of way and structures, 
429,082; maintenance of equipment and stores, 459,512; trans- 
portation (other than train, engine and yards), 200,644; trans- 
portation (yardmasters, switch tenders and hostlers), 22,100; 
transportation (train and engine service), 323,902. 





AMENDMENT OF SECTION 15-A 

Representative Free, of California, has introduced H. R. 
15075, a bill to amend paragraphs (5):and (6) -of section 15-a of 
the interstate commerce act, so as to:exempt Class II and Class 
II] carriers from the recapture provisions from and after Feb- 
ruary 28, 1920, the effective date of the-transportation act. The 
bill also would require that, in recovery of- excess income, ac- 
count be taken of years in which the:-net:falis below 6 per cent, 
the difference to be set off again#t the-oneshalf in- excess of 6 
per cent due the goveriment.-~~ rome 7 
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NATRONA SULPHURIC ACID 


In a report written by Commissioner Porter in No. 20278, 
rates OD sulphuric acid from Natrona to Brackenridge, Pa., and 
No. 17260, Bertha Mineral Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., re- 
opened, the Commission has disposed of a considerably liti- 
gated point. It was found that an intrastate rate of 2 cents 

; 100 pounds, on sulphuric acid, from Natrona to Bracken- 
ridge, Pa., does not result in a violation of sections 2, 3, 13, 
or 15a of the interstate commerce act. So as to remove any 
possible ground for alleging that it does violate section 13, 
the Commission has modified the report of division 4 in the 
Bertha Mineral Co. case, 112 I. C. C. 754, so as to exclude the 
movement here under consideration and discontinued the formal 
docket title case, which was initiated by it. 

The movement in question, according to the report of the 
testimony therein, is a simple switching movement, of 2,500 
feet over an industrial sidetrack of the Pennsylvania from the 
plant of the Pennsylvania Salt Co. to that of the West Penn 
Steel Co., the salt company’s plant being in Natrona and the 
steel plant in Brackenridge. The Allegheny Steel Co., with a 
plant alongside the salt company’s plant, also receives acid 
from Natroma but the rate paid for that movement was not 
in question. 

In the course of his report Commissioner Porter discussed 
what might be called the substance of the two classes of unjust 
discrimination and undue prejudice section 13 was intended to 
prevent, and as to what was needed to show that an intrastate 
rate really caused or resulted in disregard of the prohibitions 
of section 13. The record and the report are long, even if the 
haul is short and the rate, in cents per 100 pounds, low. 

“After all the record. we have here, the real question is,” 
says Mr. Porter, “does the showing of a difference in the rate, 
as applied to interstate and intrastate commerce, alone make 
out a case under section 13. We think not.” 

In the Bertha Mineral Co. case, the Commission, in an effort 
to bring some order out of what is said was a chaotic condition 
in acid rates in the «steel territory in Ohio, Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia that had existed since 1917, prescribed a maxi- 
mum scale to be applied from Tiptonville, O. to destination 
in the Wheeling, Youngstown and Pittsburgh steel districts. 
The minimum was 5 cents. In purported compliance with that 
decision the Pennsylvania increased the rate from 2 to 5 cents. 
The federal body did not specifically condemn the Pennsylvania 
state rates. 

Complaint against .the, 5-cent rate was filed. with the Penn- 
sylvania commission. *: That body condemned it and ordered 
the establishment of a 2cent rate. That was done on June 
14, 1927. Two months later the Pennsylvania railroad filed a 
section 13 petition, alleging.violation of the sections mentioned 
by the Commission in its finding that they were not being vio- 
lated by the 2-cent rate the Pennsylvania railroad was main- 
taining by order of the Pennsylvania commission. 

In the Bertha Mineral Co. case the Commission said that no 
section 13 issue was presented. The Pennsylvania contended 
that notwithstanding that finding, the findings and order of the 
federal body made it a section 13 case. This report said there 
was no merit in that contention. Commissioner Porter pointed 
out that the federal body when it condemned state-made rates 
found and declared what would be the reasonable intrastate 
rates to be observed, but that it had not done anything of that 
sort in that case, else the Pennsylvania. commission could not 
have issued an order constraining the Pennsylvania railroad 
to observe it. 


GLUCOSE TO MONTGOMERY, ALA. 
An order of dismissal has been made in No. 19275, Alabama- 


' Georgia Syrup Co. vs. Indiana Harbor Belt et al., the Commis- 


sion, by division 2, finding not unreasonable the rate charged on 
glucose, in tank cars, from Roby, Wolf Lake and Hammond, 
Ind., and Chicago and South Chicago, Ill., to Montgomery, Ala. 
The complainant sought reparation to the basis of a rate of 
38 cents, published after the shipments moved on a rate, of 
41.5 cents between May 3, 1924, and April 10, 1926. 


COLUMBIA (MISS.) ADJUSTMENT 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 19760, 
Columbia (Miss.) Chamber of Commerce vs. Illinois Central et 
al, finding not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, the rates 
on various commodities from various points, to Columbia. Miss. 
The rates were alleged to be unreasonable, unjustly discrimi- 
natory, unduly prejudicial and in violation of the long-and-short- 
haul clause of section 4 of the interstate commerce act. Brook- 
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haven,. Hattiesburg, Laurel, Lumberton and McComb, Miss., were 
alleged to be unduly preferred. 

Jobbers and retailers at Columbia testified that on account 
of differences in the inbound freight rates to Columbia the other 
points in Mississippi were unduly preferred in trade _ territory 
contiguous to Columbia. They said they felt the competition 
of Hattiesburg and Brookhaven most. They asserted that some- 
tizhes their competitors could sell in Columbia at prices they 
could not meet. The Commission said the record did not indi- 
cate than any of the rates to Columbia over the New Orleans 
Great Northern departed from the long-and-short-haul part of 
the fourth section. It said there might be some departures 
which were protected by fourth section application No. 4297, filed 
by that carrier. It said that, in view of the inadequate record 
in this proceeding, it would not pass upon those parts of the 
application which had not been acted upon, but would wait for 
an opportunity to determine the matter upon a broader record. 


MEATS TO ROANOKE, VA. 


The Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 3145, fresh 
meats and packing house products from Baltimore, Md., to 
Roanoke, Va., has found justified the proposed increased rates 
on the commodities mentioned to and from the points indicated, 
vacated the suspension order and discontinued the proceeding. 
Upon protest of the William Schluderberg-T. J. Kurdle Co., the 
schedules were suspended. 

In Schulderberg-Kurdle Co, vs, B. & O., 140 I. C. C. 666, the 
Commission dealt with a situation growing out of the fact that 
Roanoke is in official and Alms House, Va., the latter about two 
miles from Roanoke, is in southern classification territory. It 
found the rates on meats and packing house products from 
Baltimore to Roanoke were unreasonable to the extent they ex- 
ceeded the Alms House combinations. Alms House, at the time, 
was a prepay station on the Norfolk & Western. After the 
decision Alms House was discontinued as a station. Rorer 
Mines, a point about.four miles from Roanoke, is now the sta- 
tion taking the place of Alms House. 

Following the case cited the Baltimore & Ohio established 
commodity rates of 61.5 and 42 cents, on fresh meats and pack- 
ing house products, respectively, to Roanoke. It did that in 
ignorance of the fact that under the Southern Class Rate case, 
the Norfolk & Western had increased the rates to Rorer Mines 
and that the combinations had become. 69 and 48 cents. There- 
fore it proposed to increase the rates to Roanoke to 69 cents and 
44 cents, the latter being held down by fifth class. Under the 
Schluderberg-Kurdle decision fifth class might not be exceeded. 
In the circumstances the Commission came to the conclusion 
that the Baltimore & Ohio had justified the increases to meet 
the level of the combinations created by the Southern Class 
Rate adjustment, 


LUMBER TO AMBLER, PA. 


A finding of unreasonableness and an award of reparation 
have been made in No. 20223, Keasby & Mattison Co. vs. Atlan- 
tic Coast Line et al., as to the rates on pine lumber shipped 
from points in the Carolinas to Ambler, Pa. The Commission, 
by division 4, found the rates unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded those contemporaneously in effect to Philadelphia. 
The Commission said that Ambler, for a long time, on:shipments 
from the south had been recognized as a Philadelphia rate point 
on practically all classes and commodities, except lumber. Com- 
missioner Woodlock dissented because, as he pointed out, Ambler 
had been in a higher rated group than Philadelphia for many 
years. The soundness of the principle underlying the group 
rate adjustments, he said, was no longer open to question. The 
Commission awarded reparation. Mr. Woodlock said the ma- 
jority report certainly should not be considered as a precedent 
for reparation. 


TWIN CITIES RELIEF CASE 


The Commission, by division 4, in fourth section application 
No. 12628, 1896, 1895 and 1884, filed by the Chicago Great West- 
ern, Rock Island; Minneapolis: & St. Louis; Illinofs Central and 
the Minneapolis, Northfield & Southern, upon ‘further hearing, 
has affirmed the finding in the’ former report,°109°I-©.-C. 487, 
that the applicants were not entitled to authority to establish, 
continue and nidintain class and commodity rates from points 
in New England, eastern trunk and Canadian territories to 
the Twin Cities lower than to intermediate points on their lines 
through Iowa, southwestern Minnesota and western Illinois. 

Upon the petition of the applicants and of other western 
lines not parties to the original applications the matter was 
given further hearing to enable them to show that the all-rail 
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rates over the lines not needing relief were depressed by water 
competition. In the original report, the Commission, in sub- 
stance, said that the contention about the rates being depressed 
by competition was not supported by adequate proof. 

Commissioner Meyer, dissenting, said the evidence at the 
further hearing clearly showed that the all-rail class rates from 
the east to the Twin Cities had been depressed for many years 
because of the competition of the routes operated in connection 
with the lake carriers. He said that from New York the rates 
were considerably lower than to points in Iowa for similar hauls 
and relatively lower than to destinations in Wisconsin. He also 
dissented in the original report. 


TRANSIT CHARGES ALLOWED 

The Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 3133, storage- 
in-transit at New Jersey points, has found justified the proposed 
storage-in-transit charges on eastbound traffic at Newark, Port 
Newark, Port Newark Terminal and South Kearney, N. J., va- 
cated its order of suspension and discontinued the proceeding. 
The charges proposed were 5 cents on cotton and cotton linters 
and $6.30 per car on general merchandise of the sorts accepted 
for storage in warehouses at the points named when consigned 
to Jersey City, N. J., for local delivery or to New York lighter- 
age points, Brooklyn piers, and the Bronx Terminal, N. Y. The 
charges are for service in the handling of shipments to and from 
storage and not for the storage itself. 


FIRE BRICK NOT MISROUTED 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20320, 
West Virginia Brick Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio, finding not mis- 
routed a carload of fire brick shipped from Wellston, O., to 
Savannah, Ga. 


STORAGE TANKS AND MACHINERY 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 19499, Gilliland Oil 
Company of New Mexico vs. Santa Fe et al., and a sub-number, 
Same vs. Same, has found unreasonable the rates on oil storage 
tanks and machinery, from Haynesville, La., to Artesia, N. M., 
awarded reparation in accordance with the Prairie Pipe Line 
case rule, and ordered new ones established not later than Jan- 
uary 30. The rate on tank material is to be made in accordance 
with the rule in the Southwestern Revision, for the like haul, 
Artesia, for this purpose being regarded as in Texas differential 
territory. The reparation basis is to be 97 cents. On machinery 
the carriers are to establish a rate of $1.71. 


SCRAP COPPER CASE DISMISSED 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 20671, I. Hal- 
pern Bros. & Co., Inc., vs. Central of New Jersey et al., the Com. 
mission, by division 4; finding not unreasonable or unduly preju- 
Wicial the rates on scrap copper and scrap brass, carloads, from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Carteret, N. J. 


STEEL’ TANK MATERIAL 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 18582, Skelly Oil Com- 
pany vs. Missouri-Kansas-Texas et al., has found not unreason- 
able the rate on wrought iron pipe, from Burkburnett, Tex., to 
Eldorado, Kan. It has, however, found unreasonable the rates 
on iron and steel tank material, from Burkburnett to Eldorado 
and Sallyards, Kan., to the extent they exceeded 69 and 68 cents, 
respectively, minimum 40,000 pounds. It awarded reparation to 
the basis of those rates. Shipments were made in 1925 and 1926. 


STRAWBERRY EXPRESS RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20682, Caruso, Rinella, 
Battaglia Company, Inc., vs. American Railway Express Com- 
pany, finding that the rates charged on a carload of strawber- 
ries, shipped from Pittsville, Md., to Boston, Mass., by express, 
in June, 1927, and diverted to Albany and Buffalo, N. Y., were 
applicable and not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, has dis- 
missed the complaint. 


SLIGO RULE ON CEMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 26755, Lehigh Port- 
land Cement Company vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has found 
inapplicable the rate charged on cement, shipped from Mitchell, 
Ind., to Grayson, Ky., in 1926 and 1927, to the extent it exceeded 
19 cents. That rate was ascertained by applying the rule or 
principle laid down in the Sligo Iron Store case. Commissioner 
Woodlock said he concurred in this decision solely because it 
was consistent with the long and unbroken line’ of decisions fol- 
lowing the so-called Sligo cases. 


PIPE AND FITTINGS RATES 


Applying the principles in the Southwestern revision and the 
reparation rule in the Prairie Pipe Line cases, the Commission, 
by division 4, in No. 19617, Flynn, Welch & Yates vs. Santa Fe 
et al., has found unreasonable the rates on wrought iron pipe 
and fittings from Amarillo, Tex., and on pipe along, from Pan- 
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handle, Tex., to Artesia, N. M., to the extent the rates ex, 

51 cents on a 46,000 pound minimum from Amarillo and 55 

on a 40,000 pound minimum from Panhandle. It awardeg 
aration amounting to $1,077.56. This report also covers y, 
20442, Phillips Petroleum Company vs. Same. The reparatig, 
award is in a lump sum without distribution between the try 
complainants. 


BRAIDED COTTON TWINE 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19839, Fall 
River Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. New England Steamspj 
Co., finding the rate on braided cotton twine, any quantity 
shipped by water, from Fall River, Mass., to Pier 14, Norj 
River, New York, not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


BITUMINOUS ASPHALT ROCK 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20365, R. E. O’Connoy 

et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al., has found applicable, but unre, 
sonable, the rate charged on bituminous asphalt rock, fro 
Bowling Green, Ky., to Arcola, Ind., to the extent it exceede 
or may exceed $3.30 per net ton, awarded reparation and orderej 
the establishment of that rate for the future not later thay 
January 30. 


LUMBER RATES INAPPLICABLE 
The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20404, Hirsch Lumber 
Co. et al. vs. Southern et al., has found inapplicable the rates 
charged on lumber, from Lamison, Ala., to Clearwater anj 
Miami, Fla., and from Fulton, Ala., to Hollywood, Fla., shipped 


in 1925 and 1926. Applying the principle of the Sligo rule, the 


Commission found that the applicable rate was 36.5 cents to 
Clearwater; to Miami, 43 cents; and to Hollywood, 42.5 cents 
and awarded reparation. Commissioner Woodlock concurred be- 
cause the decision was consistent with other Sligo rule cases, 


WORN-OUT COPPER COILS 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20268, Creamery 
Package Manufacturing Co. vs. Boston & Maine et al., has found 
inapplicable the ratings and rates applied on L. C. L. shipments 
of worn-out copper pasteurizing coils shipped from various points 
of origin to Fort Atkinson, Wis., and awarded reparation on 
shipments delivered after October 6, 1924. It found that third 
class ratings and rates were applicable. 


CAMP EQUIPMENT RATES 

The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20689, 
Stoll Manufacturing Co. vs. Union Pacific et al., finding not 
unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, the rates on tents and camp 
refrigerators, in cartons, in mixed carloads, with camp furni- 
ture, from Denver, Colo., to points in California, Oregon, and 
Washington. Complainant, a tent manufacturer, alleged the 
failure of the defendants, to apply on tents and camp refrig- 
erators, in cartons, in mixed carloads with camp furniture from 
Denver, to destinations in the states mentioned, the same rates 
as applied on camp furniture from Denver, was unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial. 


GRAIN REVISION ORDERED 

A revision of rates on grain, grain products, hay, seeds and 
articles taking the same rates, to be made effective not later 
than January 30, from points in Oklahoma to destinations in 
Arkansas, has been ordered in No. 20265, Gateway Hay Co. et al. 
vs. Missouri & North Arkansas et al. The Commission, by divi- 
sion 3, has found the existing rates unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded or may exceed rates prescribed in Oklahoma Cor- 
poration Commission vs. A. R. R., 80 I. C. C. 607, plus a dif- 
ferential of 44 per cent to accrue to the Missouri & North 
Arkansas for those parts of the hauls performed by that carrier. 
Reparation was awarded. 


LEAD AND COPPER ASHES 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20351, Richards Co., 
Inc., vs. Boston: & Maine et al., has found unreasonable the 
carload rates on lead ashes, from Edgeworth, Mass., to Matawan, 
N. J., and on copper ashes, brass foundry cinders and residues, 
from Edgeworth to Laurel Hill, N. Y., to the extent they ex- 
ceeded 24 cents on lead ashes from Edgeworth to Matawan 
and 21.5 cents on copper ashes, brass foundry cinders and 
residues from Edgeworth to Laurel Hill. The report covers 4 
sub-number, Same vs. Same. Since the filing of the complaints 
rates have been established on a more satisfactory basis, so the 
only question was one of reparation, which was awarded. 


REPARATION ON SAND 
The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20231, American Sand 
& Gravel Company vs. Chicago & North Western ’et al., found 
the rate on sand, from Algonquin and Carpentersville, Ill., to 
Buffington, Ind., unreasonable and in violation of the aggregate 
of intermediates part of the fourth section. In addition it found 
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ments from Algonquin to Buffington had been misrouted and 
eel reparation amounting to $34.42, of which the C. & N. 
4 Elgin, Joliet & Eastern are to pay $13.90 and the C. & N. 


w. alone is to pay $20.52. 


LUMBER RATES INAPPLICABLE 
The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20354, 8S. L. Culler 


applicable the rates charged on lumber, from Buick, Mo., to 
Hillsdale, Mich., to the extent they exceeded 41 cents, directed 
the refund of the overcharges and dismissed the complaint. 


ACID PHOSPHATE COMBINATION 


In No. 17056, Norris Fertilizer Company vs. Louisville & 
Nashville et al., the Commission, by division 4, has found not 
unreasonable the combination rates on acid phosphate shipped 
from West Nashville, Tenn., to Rushville, Ind., in 1923 and 1924 
and dismissed the complaint. 


WOOD PULP RATE ORDERED 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 20632, Albany Per- 
forated Wrapping Paper Company vs. New Haven et al., has 
found unreasonable the rate on wood pulp, from Port Newark, 
N. J., to Versailles, Conn., to the extent it exceeded, exceeds or 
may exceed 20 cents, awarded reparation and ordered the 20 
cent rate establishment not later than January 30. 


OATS, POTATO BILLS OF LADING 


In a report written by Commissioner Eastman in No. 18174, 
F. W. Brownyard vs. Union Pacific et al. and No. 19106, Beaman 
Elevator Co. vs. Chicago & North Western et al., on recon- 
sideration the Commission makes a statement as to the sig- 
nificance, in law, of railroad bills of lading. It finds “that, while 
a bill of lading signed or accepted by the shipper is strong 
presumptive evidence that the shipper designated the routing 
shown therein, this presumption may be rebutted by clear evi- 
dence to the contrary and that the evidence of record in these 
cases Warrants the conclusion that the shipments in question 
were misrouted by the carrier’s agent, and complainants dam- 
aged thereby.” 

The findings in 136 I. C. C. 447 and 139 I. C. C. 735, are 
affirmed. The decisions in the original report were made by 
division 4. They were contrary, in substance, to the rule of 
law that the terms of a written document may not be varied by 
parole evidence. 

Commissioner Woodlock concurred in part but Commission- 
ers Brainerd and Porter, two of the lawyer members of the 
Commission, dissented and set forth their views as to why the 
majority was wrong. 

“If the bill of lading is to be deemed valid or worthless,” 
says Mr. Porter, “dependent upon the self-serving declarations 
made after its execution,.or the ability of each witness to fur- 
nish the most plausible tale of intention, no precedent can be 
established which is worthy of the name.” 

“Routing instructions were contained in the bills of lading 
shown at the trial to have been issued by the carriers and 
accepted by the shippers,” says Mr. Brainerd’s dissent. “The 
shipments moved in accordance with the routing instructions 
contained in the bills of lading. It was error, in my opinion, 
to permit the complainants, over objections, to vary by parole 
evidence, the terms of the bills of lading as to routing.” 

Commissioner Woodlock concurred in so far as the decision 
afforded relief in these cases. But he said he did not concur in 
all that was said therein. He agreed that when a shipper had 
signed a bill that there arose a strong presumption that he had 
directed the routing specified and was bound thereby. He said 
he was further of the opinion that such a presumption was 
rebuttable upon grounds other than those of proven fraud or 
duress, the only grounds admitted as being valid by those who 
insisted upon the rule that the terms of a written document 
might not be varied by parole evidence. 

In the title case involving a shipment of potatoes from 
Lyman, Neb., to Denver, Colo., the route inserted in the bill of 
lading did not carry the lowest rate, although the correspond- 
ence tended to show that both the shipper and the carrier agent 
intended to have the potatoes moved over the cheapest route. 

In Beaman case the bill covered a carload of oats shipped 
from Beaman, Ia., to St. Louis. In both cases reparation was 
awarded, in the potato case on a finding of misrouting and 
overcharge and in the oats case on a finding of misrouting and 
that the applicable rate was and would be unreasonable. 

“The essential question of fact for us here to determine,” 
says the majority report, “is whether the shipment was routed 
by the shipper or by a defendant’s agent.” 

In substance the Commission in both the original and in 
this report found that the routing was that of the agent of the 
carriers and that the shipper had been damaged as a result of 
the misrouting which failed to give the shipper the lowest rate. 
In the course of his discussion of the law on the subject, 
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Mr. Eastman pointed out that in The Henry B. Hyde, 82 Fed. 
681, a case much relied upon to enforce bills of lading strictly 
in accordance with their terms, the question was not one of 
routing and that it arose in 1897, which was before the inter- 
state commerce law changed the law so as to give to the ship- 
per the right to route his freight, a right had or reserved by 
common carriers by railroad prior to the enactment of the 
amendments of 1919. In that case the court said “a bill of lad- 
ing, when signed by the carrier, and delivered to and accepted 
by the shipper without objection, in the absence of fraud, con- 
stitutes the contract of carriage and binds the shipper, though 
not signed by him.” 


Mr, Eastman said that the shipper’s right to route was not 
only a statutory right but that the act specified how it should 
be exercised. Plainly, he said, it was contemplated that the 
routing instructions should be given in a document separate 
and distinct from the bill of lading and that they should con- 
stitute directions given pursuant to statutory right and 
enforceable without regard to any contract whatsoever. In 
part, the report said: 


We are not here passing upon rights under a contract, but are 
determining whether or not defendant was guilty of a tort, i. e, a 
violation of the interstate commerce act, Moreover we are dealing 
with transportation which is within the power of Congress to regulate 
and subject to all the’ provisions of that act. Such transportation, 
whatever may once have been the case, for the most part is not 
now a matter of contract between shipper and carrier but is a 
matter of statutory rights and duties. Section 1 (4), for example, 
makes it the duty of every common carrier subject to the act 
“engaged in the transportation of passengers or property to provide 
and furnish such transportation upon reasonable request therefor.” 
Section 6 provides for the printing and filling of rates and prohibits 
departure from such published schedules, Section 15 (8), already 
mentioned, gives the shipper the right to route his freight. Section 
20 (11) requires the carrier to issue a “receipt or bill of lading,’’ 
and restricts limitations of liability \in connection with the trans- 
portation. So far as such matters are governed by statute, they 
cease to be subjects for contract. No stipulation in a bill of lading, 
for instance, with respect to the rate to be charged, could operate 
to defeat the provisions of section 6. And as we ourselves made 
lear in Bills of Lading, 52 I. C. C. 671, 681, a bill of lading is more 
than a contract, for it also serves the distinct functions of a receipt 
for the goods and documentary evidence of title thereto. 


The shipper’s right to route is not only a statutory right but 
the act specifies how it shall be exercised. It will be noted from 
the provisions above quoted that the shipper must “designate in 
writing’? the route which he desires, and that it “thereupon’’ becomes 
the duty of the carrier ‘‘to route said property and issue a through 
bill of lading therefor as so directed.” Plainly itis contemplated 
that the routing instructions shall be given in a document separate 
and distinct from the bill of lading and that they shall constitute 
directions given pursuant to a _ statutory right and enforceable 
without- regard to any contract whatsoever. By insisting upon 
separate routing instructions of this character which may be retained 
on file, the carriers have a simple and adequate means of protecting 
themselves against subsequent disputes as to the routing. Here 
defendant relies, not upon such separate instructions, but upon the 
bill of lading, and there is no evidence that the shipper exercised 
his statutory right to route, 

Aside from his statutory right, however, the shipper may des- 
ignate the route and the carrier may agree to move the shipment 
accordingly. The remaining question, therefore, is whether a bill of 
lading signed or accepted by the shipper and showing on its face a 
certain route is conclusive evidence that this route was designated 
by the shipper. The record does not contain a copy of the Dill of 
lading in question, but presumably it was in the form prescribed by 
us in Domestic Bill of Lading & Live Stock Contract, 64 I C. C. 
357, 66 I. C. C. 63. The form is that of a receipt describing the 
goods and indicating the consignor, consignee and destination, 
together with various terms. of transportation. There is a space . 
where the ‘‘Route’’ may be indicated, but in that connection neither 
the designation “Shipping Instructions’? nor any similar designation 
is used. At the bottom, space is provided for the signatures of the 
shipper and of the carrier’s agent, but it is significant that where the 
rate is nag upon value, shippers are required to state specific- 
ally in writing the agreed and declared value of the property and to 
sign this statement separately. 

Obviously such a document, indicating the route in the manner 
described and signed by both parties, does not furnish evidence 
conclusive under all circumsttances as to which was the moving 
party in designating the route specified therein. It indicates, cer- 
tainly, that the shipper was willing that the shipment should move 
by the route indicated; but this is not inconsistent with the selection 
of the route by the defendant’s agent, for when a shipper delivers 
a shipment unrouted to a carrier he of course is willing that it shall 
move subject to the carrier’s legal responsibilities, over the route 
which it may select. By force of custom such a bill of lading may 
be taken as strong presumptive evidence that the shipper designated 
the routing, but this presumption may be rebutted by clear evidence 
to the contrary. We regard this matter as important, for a carrier 
ought not to be in a position where it can absolve itself from its 
routing responsibilities merely by obtaining the signature of a shipper 
unversed in legal technicalities to a bill of lading containing a route 
written in by its agent. 


CONNELLSVILLE EXTENSION 


The Commission, by division 4, in finance No. 7106, bonds of 
Pitsburgh & West Virginia, has issued a corrected report and 
order. The original report and order (see Traffic World, De- 
cember 8, p. 1290) contained an inaccurate summary of the 
terms of redemption of the bonds to be issued under the author- 
ity granted. The digest of the report in The Traffic World did 
not refer to the terms of redemption. The error had no effect 
upon the essential fact that the applicant had been authorized 
to issue bonds to finance the first unit of the construction from 
Cochran’s Mill to Connellsville, Pa. 
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MEDIATION BOARD REPORT 


Developments under the railway labor act of 1926, both 
favorable and unfavorable to the carrying out of the provisions 
of the law, are pointed out by the Board of Mediation in its 
annual report to Congress for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1928. 

In spite of unfavorable developments, however, the board be- 
lieves that “the credit side of the account is far greater than 
the debit, if, indeed, any important debit items can be found 
when considering the workings of the law broadly viewed.” 

The board notes that there has been definite and discour- 
aging objection to entering into agreements to arbitrate as 
clearly contemplated by the law and in connection with this 
makes a pointed observation to the effect that the passage of 
the law was advocated and subscribed to before Congress by 
representatives of employe and carrier organizations—pro- 
ponents of the railway labor act. 

Adjustment boards, the establishment of which were con- 
templated by Congress in the act, have not been created, and 
this has retarded progress under the law, according to the 
report. It is noted that, in the year, there has been some, but 
decreasing, resistance to the submission of disputes to mediation. 

“The arbitration awards have apparently been accepted by 
the public with satisfaction,” says the board. 

The report is in the nature of an appeal to the railroads 
and their employes to cooperate to the end that the spirit of 
the law may be made effective. 

Under the heading, “General,” the board says: 


We stated in our last annual report that “In the passage of the 
railway act Congress apparently accepted the joint conclusions of 
railroad managements and of railroad labor organizations in respect 
of the scope and method of legislation to provide governmental assist- 
ance in composing differences between carriers and their employes. 
Coercive and punitive provisions are absent in the railway labor act. 
The evident purpose was to safeguard the principle of voluntary 
action, with governmental participation almost wholly confined to 
the extension of good officds in the solution of railroad labor problems. 
In thus dealing with legislation, in the practical effects of which there 
is such a great and vital public interest, Congress reposed an extraor- 
dinary responsibility in both railroad managements and employe 
organizations to discharge their obligations to each other and to the 
public in the utmost of good faith.’ 

The railway labor act imposes alike upon all carriers and employe 
groups the duty to make and maintain agreements concerning rates 
of pay, rules, and working conditions and to settle between themselves 
and with all expedition differences arising therefrom. It is apparent 
that both carriers and organizations representing employes are en- 
deavoring more and more to dispose of differences through direct 
negotiation and without resort to governmental assistance. Exclusive 
of grievance adjustments, regarding which no data is available, incom- 
plete reports indicate that since the enactment of the railway labor 
act more than 600 direct and voluntary settlements have been made 
by the parties involving the adjustment of wages and rules governing 
working conditions. Many of these settlements doubtless have been 
meena gf assisted through the influence of conclusions preciously 
reached in respect of other proceedings under the provisions of the 
railway labor act. 


In a field of industry wherein technical and practical features are 
so numerous it is but natural that it should be difficult and in some 
instances impossible to arrive at conclusions involving the expenditure 
of large amounts of money to the entire satisfaction of all parties 
involved. There has been during the year some, but decreasing, 
resistance to the submission of disputes to mediation. There has, 
however, been definite and discouraging objection to. entering into 
agreements to arbitrate as clearly contemplated in the law, the pass- 
age of which was advocated and subscribed to before Congress_ by 
representatives of employe and carrier organizations—proponents of 
the railway labor act. In the opinion of our board this is due in a 
measure to different conceptions as to the intent of certain provisions 
of the law, and also to varying established policies or to changed 
attitu@e on the part of either or both parties in dealing with their 
industrial problems. 

The creation of adjustment boards to dispose of grievance matters 
as contemplated in the law has been retarded by reason of the com- 
plexity of the problem and the absence of any coherent plan generally 
acceptable to all those immediately concerned. The carriers, employe 
organizations, and the Board of Mediation are giving earnest con- 
sideration to this question. 


Congress in its legislation affecting railroad labor relations recog- 
nized the interest of the public, the carriers, and their employes. 
In practice we have frequently noted within these several groups 
differences of opinion in respect of certain questions. While no 
adverse criticism of such healthy and proper differences of opinion 
is intended, the condition is nevertheless mentioned to emphasize 
the complicated nature of problems constantly before our board and 
the need for deliberate consideration to the end that progress toward 
their solution can be made along substantial lines. 

When disputes between carriers and their employes are not 
settled through mediation proceedings, the law directs that “the 
said board shall at once endeavor as its final required action * * * 
to induce the parties to submit their controversy to arbitration,”’ 
and provides for the establishment of an arbitration board to be 
composed of three or six members as the parties may determine. 
One-third of the members of such board are known as neutrals, one- 
third are representatives of the carrier interest, and one-third rep- 
resentatives of the employes. The neutrals are selected and ap- 
pointed to represent the public. The neutral members of an arbitra- 
tion board may be chosen by the party arbitrators designated or 
failing such they are appointed by the Board of Mediation. 

For the most part the party arbitrators have failed to agree upon 
neutrals and the Board of Mediation has been obliged to make the 
selection. Because of the attitude of one or both parties toward 
persons nominated by the Be ger involved for selection as neutral 
arbitrators it is quite difficult to. find acceptable and competent 
persons willing to serve as such. The Board of Mediation has been 
able, however, to secure the services of outstanding men of the coun- 
try and arbitrations have been dignified and benefited by their par- 
ticipation. Those who have been appealed to and appointed by the 
board have recognized the importance of such Rote service and have 
come to serve from a high appreciation of public duty. 
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The arbitration awards have apparently been accepted 
public with satisfaction. There has been no significant complet, 
about the arbitration system as bearing upon the sum totga] ; 
awards, although there have been, as would be natural, criti. 
of this, that or the other award by that party which has not ODtaingg 
what it desired through arbitration. 

The railway labor act on the 30th of June, 1928, had been actively 
administered in the field for 23 months, during which time cases 
experiences had been sufficiently numerous and comprehensiyg 
warrant an opinion as to the results, pro and con, to the railroads and 
the employes and particularly to the public. The Board of y, 
tion believes that the credit side of the account is far greater thay 
the debit, if, indeed, any important debit items can be found Whey 
considering the workings of the law broadly viewed. 

Experience already accumulated is sufficient to indicate the exist. 
ence of some difficulties in mediation and arbitration of cases Under 
the provisions of the law if interpreted with extreme technicality 
but the instances wherein such difficulties have arisen have hes 
relatively few and are constantly growing less in number and variety 

eIt would be only rarely that there need be any failure to Process 
under the law as to any reasonable question arising between Carrier 
and employes if the parties involved were to be controlled by the 
spirit of the law, as the public has a right to feel should be the 
in view of the nature of the advocacy and subscription to the intep. 
tions, purposes, and predicted accomplishments held out by th 
proponents to Congress and the public. 


At the end of the fiscal year the board had a balance g 
$115,812.30 in its expense fund, the total of expenditures having 
been $274,187.70, out of a total appropriation of $390,000. 

Expenses of arbitration boards amounted to $77,362.50, while 
expenses of emergency boards amounted to $4,759.62. 

The report contains a detailed statement in table form og 
cases of mediation and arbitration under the railway labor a¢ 
and the status of such cases. The “work of the board” is sum. 
marized as follows: 


During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928, the Board of Mediation 
received 98 separate applications for its services in the adjustment of 
differences concerning rates of pay, rules, or -working conditions 
between carriers and employe organizations, making a total of 363 
such applications received since its creation. The 98 cases received 
involved 21 railroad labor organizations and 176 carriers. The 
individual cases presented varied widely in the number of carriers 
and employes involved and in the character of questions at issue, 
One case affecting a regional area involved 90 carriers and 25,000 
employes; another case involved. 89 carriers and 55,000 employes; 
in other cases only a single carrier and groups as small as 18 em- 
ployes participated. Approximately 1,600 carriers, subject to the inter- 
state commerce act and under the direction of 791 operating organi- 
zations, and about 2,000,000 employes are eligible for the services of 
our board under the act. 

Of the 363 cases submitted to our board 256 had been disposed of 
by June 30, 1928, and 145 of these were settled during the fiscal year 
covered by this report. Of these 145 cases, 84 were settled through 
mediation, 14 cases were submitted to arbitration, 37 cases were 
withdrawn through mediation, 8 cases were withdrawn without 
mediation consideration, and 2 cases were closed by board action. 
In five of the cases reported as having been disposed of during the 
previous year through submission to boards of arbitration, the 
agreements to arbitrate were subsequently canceled. Two of these 
cases were later settled by mediation and three by withdrawal. By 
the end of the year 9 out of the 14 cases submitted to arbitration had 
been concluded by awards under the act. At the end of the year, 
107 of the total of 363 cases received still remained unsettled. Of this 
number 58 had been assigned for mediation and were being held in 
abeyance awaiting the arrangement of mediation conferences. The 
remaining 49 cases had not been accepted for mediation. 

In addition to the foregoing rates of pay, rules or working con- 
dition cases, the board received during the year applications for its 
services in the adjustment of 58 other cases, for the most part griev- 
ances matters involving the interest of employes as affected by the 
application of rulés or of discipline. During the preceding year 62 
cases of similar character were received. Of this total of 120 griev- 
ance cases 3 a been disposed of, 2 by voluntary withdrawal and 
1 through mediation. 

The consideration of grievance matters by the Board of Mediation, 
as provided in the railway labor act, contemplates the creation of 
appropriate adjustment boards. Such adjustment boards have not 
been generally created. Consequently, the Board of Mediation has 
been hampered in its efforts to render services in such cases. In 
several instances, however, during the mediation of wage and rules 
differences, contingent or related grievance matters have been ad- 
justed. 













COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Production of soft coal the week ended December 1 was 
estimated at 9,930,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the 
Department of Commerce, a decrease of 1,052,000 tons as com- 
pared with the output in the preceding week, due to the Thanks- 
giving holiday. Anthracite production was estimated at 1,628,000 
net tons, a decrease ‘of 292,000 tons as compared with the output 
in the preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports the 
week ended December 2 totaled 585,044 net tons, bringing the 
total for the season to that date to 34,484,313 tons as compared 
with 34,158,944 in the corresponding period of 1927. Anthracite 
shipped from Lake Erie ports the week ended December 2 totaled 
30,326 net tons, bringing the total for the season to that date 
to 1,420,882 tons as compared with 1,906,898 tons for the cor- 
responding period of 1927. The anthracite coal shipping season 
was closed in the week ended December 2, but in 1927 it was 
not closed until in the week ended December 18. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended De- 
cember 1 from Hampton Roads totaled 474,518 net tons, of 
which 297,838 tons were for New England delivery, and from 
Charleston, S. C., 6,736 tons. 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson to eastern New 
York and New England the week ended November 17 were 
reported as follows: Bituminous, 2,619; anthracite, 4,160. 
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OIL TO NEBRASKA POINTS 
Examiner T. P. Wilson, in No. 20988, H. C. Obermoller et at. 
ys. Santa Fe et al. has advised the Commission to find that the 
rates on refined petroleum oils, from groups 1, 2 and 3 of the 
midcontinent field to Tekamah, Bancroft and Emerson, Neb., 
prior to July 20, 1927, the date on which rates prescribed in 
Midcontinent Oil Rates, 1925, 112 I. C. C. 421, became effective, 
were not unreasonable and that the present rates are also not 
wnreasonable. He said it should find the rates from the same 
groups to Wayne, Neb. not unreasonable when charged but 
that they will be unreasonable for the future to the extent they 
may exceed 40 cents from group 3, 38 cents from group 2 and 
3 cents from group 1; that the applicable rate on a shipment 
made from Drumright, Okla. to Tekamah, in December, 1927, 
was 36 cents and that S. A. Wassum was entitled to reparation 
on account of that shipment. The examiner said the Com- 
mission had ordered the establishment of a 40-cent rate to 
Wayne from group 3 and that it should say it expected the 
defendants to establish rates from groups 2 and 1 on the cus- 
tomary differentials under group 3. 


BOXES AND WRAPPING PAPER 


Examiner R. J. Olentine has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 20653, Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al., on a finding that the rate on a mixed carload 
of pulp board boxes, not corrugated, K. D. flat, and printed waxed 
wrapping paper, from Neenah-Menasha, Wis., to Joplin, Mo., in 
November, 1923, was not unreasonable. 


CLASS RATES ON BUFFALOES 

Buffaloes, even when sent to packing houses for slaughter, 
are not entitled to the rates on beef cattle, in the view of 
Examiner J. J. Williams, expressed in No. 20869, W. H. Smith 
vs. Rock Island et al. He has therefore recommended the dis- 
missal of that complaint on a finding that the class rate of 
$2.115, applicable on “live stock chiefly valuable for breeding, 
racing, show purposes, or other special uses’ was not unrea- 
sonable on an L. C. L. shipment of nine buffalo steers shipped 
from Bascom, N. M., to Oklahoma City, Okla., in December, 1925. 
The complainant contended for the ordinary cattle rate of 45 
cents. The tariff specifically included buffaloes in the list of 
animals to pay the class rates because of value for show pur- 
poses or other special uses. The carriers argued that the fact 
that the animals were actually slaughtered did not change their 
character. They also pointed out that the buffaloes were sold 
for prices higher than those brought by ordinary steers. The 
examiner said the movement of buffaloes was sporadic and that 
due to their scarcity there could be but few shipments for 
slaughtering purposes. The complainant said that the ship- 
ment would not have been made but for the declaration of the 
carrier’s agent that the ordinary cattle rate would be applicable 
on the shipment. 


CRUDE PHOSPHATE ROCK 
Examiner L. A. Pyle has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 21143, Jackson Traffic Bureau for Jackson Fertilizer Co. vs. 
Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast et al., on a finding that the rate 
on crude phosphate rock, from .points in Florida to Jackson, 
Miss., are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


RAIL-BARGE-RAIL PAPER RATES 


Examiner L. A. Pyle, in No. 20772, Jackson Traffic Bureau 
vs. Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific et al., has recom- 
mended that the Commission find it desirable in the public in- 
terest to have joint rail-barge-rail rates on paper and paper 
articles from points in Wisconsin and Minnesota to Jackson, 
Miss., with interchange limited to Memphis, Tenn., because 
interchange facilities at Vicksburg, Miss., destroyed by fire 
about two years ago had not been rebuilt, and interchange there 
was an impossibility. He said joint rates should be constructed 
on the basis of subtracting from the contemporaneous all-rail 
rates the established differentials of the contemporaneous all- 
rail rates from St. Louis to Memphis. He said no order should 
be issued but that defendants should comply within 45 days from 
the service of the Commission’s report. 


HOBOKEN SILK DIVISION 


In a report on rehearing in No. 18672, Hoboken Manufactur- 
ers’ Railroad Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., Examiner Albert A. Matt- 
son has recommended that the Commission find unjust, in- 


to the complainant. on silk from points on the Pacific coast 
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to destinations on the line of the complainant at Hoboken, N. J., 
on and since November 5, 1927, to the extent it was or might 
be less than 20 cents per 100 pounds. He said the order in the 
case, issued in connection with the original report, 132 I. C. C. 
579, on November 5, 1927, should be modified to conform with 
this finding. 

Division 1, in the original finding, awarded a division of 22 
eents retroactive to August 6, 1926, the day the Hoboken filed 
its complaint. 

This rehearing was had to bring the decision into conformity 
with the rule laid down in Brimstone R. R. Co. vs. United 
States, 276 U. S. 104, to the effect that a division order could 
not be made retroactive except in instances where the rate to 
be divided was established pursuant to an order or finding of 
the Commission. Mattson said that the latter part of the order 
of November 5, 1927, making the division retroactive, therefore, 
was beyond the jurisdiction of the Commission. 

In this further proceeding the carriers contended that the 
order could only run from the time of the completion of the 
record and not from the time of the former order. Mattson said 
that the sufficiency of the former record was not properly before 
the Commission at this time. He said that the sole question 
was as to whether the original order should be affirmed, modi- 
fied or reversed and that of necessity, any action concerning the 
original order had to relate back to the date of its entry. 


CORNFLAKES TO THE SOUTH 


Examiner A. E. Later has advised the Commission to dis- 
miss No. 20628, Jersey Cereal Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., on a 
finding that the rates on cornflakes, in packages, in carloads, 
from Cereal, Pa., to Birmingham, Ala., Atlanta and Rome, Ga., 
Chattanooga and Knoxville, Tenn., and Greenville, S. C., are not 
unreasonable. 


EMPTY TIN CANS 


A finding of unreasonableness, the prescription of a new 
rate and an award of reparation have been recommended by 
Examiner A. E. Later in No. 20643, Grand Island Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Burlington et al., as to empty tin cans, carloads, 
from Chicago, Ill., to Grand Island, Neb. He said the rates 
should be found unreasonable to the extent they exceeded or 
might exceed 66.5 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, reparation 
awarded to that basis and the new rate ordered established. 


SLAG DEMURRAGE APPLICABLE 


Examiner A. J. Sullivan, in No. 20594, Reed-Dawson Co. vs. 
Florida East Coast, has recommended that the Commission find 
that the demurrage charges assessed on 62 carloads of slag at 
New Smyrna, Fla., shipped from Birmingham, Ala., were ap- 
plicable and dismiss the complaint. The dispute arose on ac- 
count of the practice of the defendant placing cars of slag, used 
in road construction in 1926, on a passing track adjacent to a 
track the complainant had leased. The complainant contended 
that inasmuch as no written notice was received there was no 
constructive placement. Although the passing track was not 
assigned to the exclusive use of the complainant, it was so used, 
and, therefore, placement of the cars, the examiner said, on that 
part of the passing track came within the definition of “other 
than public delivery tracks,” delivery on which constituted legal 
notification. 





CORN RATES UNREASONABLE 

Examiner F. A. Clifford, in No. 20629, T. B. Hord Grain Co. 
vs. Burlington et al., has recommended that the Commission 
find unreasonable the rates applicable on corn, from Verona, 
Roseland, McCool Junction, Orleans, Holdrege, LeRoy, Moore- 
field and Loomis, Neb., treated in transit at Aurora, Neb., and 
forwarded to Chugwater, Wheatland and Uva, Wyo.; also the 
same finding in respect of the rate applicable on a carload of 
corn from Aurora to Chugwater, all to the extent they exceeded 
33 cents. The complaint was filed on account of a suit to 
collect undercharges. The examiner said the Commission 
should authorize the waiving of undercharges to the basis of 
the thirty-three cent rate. 


RETURN PAPER WINDING CORES 
Examiner Lewis L. Prout has recommended the dismissal of 
No., 20636, American Newspaper Publishers Association vs. 
Bangor & Aroostook et ‘al. on finding that the rates on paper 


equitable and unreasonable, the division of joint rates accorded winding cores returned, in less than carloads, from points in 


New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New 
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Hampshire, Vermont and Maine to destination in New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont and Maine are not unreasonable. 


GREEN SALTED HIDES 


In No. 21070, Northwestern Leather Co. Trust vs. Central of 
Georgia et al., Examiner C. W. Griffin has recommended that 
the Commission find unreasonable the rate applicable on green 
salted hides, carloads, from Dothan, Ala., to Porterville, N. Y., to 
the extent it exceeded 69 cents and award reparation on ship- 
ments made in 1925 and 1926. 


ROUGH LUMBER REPARATION 


Examiner Riley A. Gwynn, in No. 20701, General Box Co. vs. 
St. Louis Southwestern et al., has recommended that the Com- 
mission find unreasonable the rate on rough lumber, from 
Franklin, La., to Illmo, Mo., to the extent it exceeded 24.5 cents 
and award reparation on shipments made in 1926. 


CEREAL BEVERAGE RATES 


Examiner Richard Yardley has proposed the disposal of 
No. 21043, Berghoff Products Company vs. New York, Chicago 
& St. Louis, on a finding that rates on cereal beverages, car- 
loads, from Fort Wayne, Ind., to Chicago, Ill., are not unrea- 
sonable. 


RADIAL CHIMNEY BRICK 


A finding of inapplicability and an award of reparation 
have been proposed by Examiner Riley A. Gwynn, in No. 20933, 
Alphons Custodis Chimney Construction Company vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al., as to the rate charged on radial chimney 
brick, from Oak Hill, O., to Rocky Mount, N. C. A rate of $4.90 
per net ton was imposed. The examiner said the Commission 
should find that the applicable rate was $4.80 and award rep- 
aration to that basis. 


COTTON CONCENTRATION CHARGES 


Examiner Edgar Smith has proposed the dismissal of No. 
18801, Arkansas Cotton Trade Association vs. St. Louis-San 
Francisco et,al., on a finding that the charges applicable on 
cotton concentrated at nine concentration points in southeast- 
ern Missouri and northeastern Arkansas are not unreasonable. 


HARDWOOD TO CANADA 


Examiner C. E. Simmons has recommended the dismissal 
of No. 20567, Atlantic Lumber Company vs. Louisville & Nash- 
ville et al., notwithstanding the fact that he has proposed that 
the Commission shall find unreasonable and unduly prejudicial 
the rates charged on hardwood lumber from Duff and Knox- 
ville, Tenn., to Cowansville and St. Hyacinthe, Quebec, Canada. 
Simmons said the Commission should find the rates were and 
for the future would be, in so far as the transportation took 
place in the United States, unreasonable and unduly prejudicial 
to the extent they exceeded or might exceed 43.5 cents. The 
shipments were made by a subsidiary of the complainant. That 
fact, the examiner said, did not entitle the parent company to 
bring an action in its own name for damages suffered by the 
subsidiary. . 


CANNED EVAPORATED MILK 


In No. 20816, Pet Milk Co. vs. Pennsylvania, Examiner A. J. 
Sullivan has recommended that the Commission find unreasonable 
the rates on canned evaporated milk, carloads, from Greens- 
boro, Md., to destinations in Maryland, New Jersey and Virginia, 
to the extent they exceed or may exceed the rates contemporan- 
eously maintained on canned goods from Greensboro to the 
same destinations. He also recommended reparation. 


ANTHRACITE CASE AFFIRMED 
Examiner E. L. Glenn, in No. 17524, John A.’ Whittemore’s 
Sons et al. vs. New Haven et al., upon further hearing, has 
recommended that the Commission affirm the findings in the 
previous report, 122 I. C. C. 451, that rates on anthracite coal 
from points in Pennsylvania to West Roxbury, Mass., were not 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, and dismiss the complaint. 


PER CAR CATTLE RATE 


Examiner Paul A. Colvin has proposed, in No. 20904, R. S. 
Dixon vs. Southern Pacific et al., that the Commission find 
inapplicable the rate charged on cattle, carloads, shipped from 
Conner, Calif., to Chiloquin, Ore., fed in transit at Arno and 
McConnell, Calif. A combination of $214.50 per car was paid. 
The examiner said the Commission should find that the appli- 
cable rate was $213 and that that rate was unreasonable to the 
extent it exceeded $175.50 and award reparation to that basis. 
Reparation only was sought. 


CHEESE FACTORY SUPPLIES 


Dismissal of No. 20834, Kraft Cheese Co. vs. Chicago & 
North Western et al., has been recommended by Examiner Riley 
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A. Gwynn, on a finding that the rates charged on plain 
printed tinfoil and other cheese factory supplies, in mixeg Car 
loads, from Chicago, Ill., to Pocatello, Ida., shipped between Ju, 
25, 1925, and October 11, 1926, were not unreasonable or Other. 
wise unlawful. After the shipments in question moved the «& 
fendants established a higher commodity rate based on a loy, 
minimum, at the request of the complainant including g te 
duction in the rating on printed tinfoil. The examiner saig that 
these facts did not, of themselves, prove that the rates assajig 
were unreasonable. 


AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, ETC. 
Examiner Albert A. Mattson has recommended the dismiggy 
of No. 21048, F. J. Seif’s Sons vs. Chicago & North Western et al, 
on a finding that the rate on agricultural implements, tracto 
engines, and binder twine, in carloads, from Chicago and Py. 
viso, Ill., to Neillsville, Wis., since March 10, 1926, has not bee, 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


OATS RATE FACTOR INAPPLICABLE 
In No. 20776, Halls & Hunter Co. vs. Chicago & Alton et al, 
Examiner W. J. Harris has recommended that the Commissio, 
find the rate charged on a carload of oats shipped from Lenock, 
N. D., to Athens, La., inapplicable to the extent that the factor 
assessed from East St. Louis, Ill., exceeded 36.5 cents, direct the 
refund of an overcharge of $2.40 and dismiss the complaint. 


SAND LIME BRICK 

In No. 21139, Northern Indiana Brick Company vs. Big Four 
et al., Examiner Richard Yardley ‘has recommended that the 
Commission find unreasonable and unduly prejudicial the rates 
on sand lime brick, carloads, from Mishawaka, Ind., to Benton 
Harbor, Buchanan, Cassopolis, Kalamazoo, Niles and St. Joseph, 
Mich., to the extent that they exceed those on common brick 
subject to the limitations surrounding the shipment of common 
brick. 


LARD SUBSTITUTE RATE AND CHARGES 

Examiner W. K. Berryman, in No. 20461, Southern Cotton 
Oil Company et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., has recommended that 
the Commission find not unreasonable the rate charged on car- 
loads of lard substitute from Gretna, La., to Albuquerque, N. M,, 
moving between the first effective date, November 20, 1925, of 
the Commission’s order reducing such rates and the postponed 
effective date, February 10, 1926, of that’ order. He said the 
Commission should find that the rates on shipments that moved 
after February 10, were and for the future would be unreason- 
able to the extent that they exceeded or might exceed $1.075 
and award reparation to that basis. The examiner said com- 
plainants’ principal contention was that the railroads had not 
complied with the finding an order in Procter & Gamble Dis- 
tributing Company vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co., 101 I. C. C. 563. In 
that case the order was first effective November 20, 1925. By 
subsequemt orders the effective date ,was finally placed as of 
February 10, 1926. Complainants sought reparation made in 
the period between those dates upon the contention that the 
order in effect declared the rates unreasonable since the first 
effective date. The examiner said that identical contentions 
were passed upon in Northern Grain & Warehouse Company 
vs. O. S. L., 100 I. C. C. 319, and in Shelvin-Hixon Company vs. 
O. W. R. R. & N. Co., 128 I. C. C. 565, against the contention 
of the complainants. 


EASTBOUND LINE REVISION 


Examiner Frank C. Weems, in No. 19957, Northwestern Ohio 
Lime Manufacturers et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al., has recom- 
mended that the Commission find unreasonable the rates on 
lime, common, hydrated, quick or slaked, from various producing 
points in northwestern and central Ohio to trunk line and New 
England territories and prescribe basing point rates to be used 
in making rates to points beyond. What he proposes is a general 
revision making some increases and some reductions. There- 
fore, he has recommended that reparation be denied. 

The report also covers No. 19951, Ohio Hydrate & Supply 
Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; No. 20234, Acme Glass Co., Inc., 
et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; a sub-number under the last men- 
tioned, Berney-Bond Glass Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; No. 20246, 
Washington Building Lime Co. vs. Pennsylvania; and a sub-num- 
ber under that, Same vs. Pennsylvania. 

Weems said the instant complaints might be regarded as 
a sequel to Eastern Lime Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau vs. 
Akron & Barberton Belt, 112 I. C. C. 7, and Washington Building 
Lime Co. vs. Arkon & Barberton Belt et al., 122 I. C. C. 105, 
collectively called No. 16170, seemingly because in that case 
the Commission prescribed what was and is known as the No. 
16170 scale. 

Weems said that the complaint in the title case alleged that 
the rates from eleven producing points in Ohio. to the east were 
unreasonable and unduly prejudicial. He referred to the com- 
plainant in the title case as the association. 
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The complaints in the other cases assailed the rates on 
fluxing lime, burnt lime and ground burnt lime from Wood- 

yille and Gibsonburg, O., to a number of destinations in Penn- 
jvania as unreasonable. 

This case was jointly heard by the federal and the Penn- 
sylvania commissions on account of two complaints filed with 
the Pennsylvania commission attacking the intrastate rates. The 
uestion of the quality of the intrastate rates of Pennsylvania 
in comparison with the interstate rates was also raised. 

In the final arrangement of issues and parties the large 

question was as to the reasonableness of the assailed rates. 
Weems said the rates should be found not unduly prejudicial. 
He said the Commission should find that the intrastate rates 
did not result in undue or unreasonable preference of or advan- 
tage to intrastate commerce, nor in undue, unreasonable or un- 
just discrimination against interstate commerce. 
As a background for his report, Weems went back to Le- 
high Lime Co. vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown, 85 IC. C. 341, 
and Lime from Eastern Trunk Line Points, 93 I. C. C. 617. The 
first he called the Mitchell case because a lime manufacturer 
at Mitchell, Ind., complained against rates from that point to 
the east. The second of the two background cases he called 
the suspension case because the Commission in it suspended 
the rates filed by the carriers in purported compliance with 
its decision in the Mitchell case. In the Mitchell case the 
Commission found the rates unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial, in favor of Manufacturers at Buckeystown, Frederick, 
Grove and Lime Kiln, Md., Bakerton and Engle, W. Va., Stephens 
City and Strasburg, Va., and York, Pa. 

The Ohioans, in brief, said they accepted the No. 16170 
scale, used in making rates from trunk line to central territory, 
as proper, but said that it should be used in making eastbound 
as well as westbound rates. Weems went into great detail in 
his report. He said the Commission should find: 

1. That the rates assailed are not unduly prejudicial. 

2. That intrastate rates maintained on lime, in caréoads, between 
points in Pennsylvania do not result in undue or unreasonable pref- 
erence of and advantage to intrastate commerce, nor in undue, un- 
reasonable, or unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. 

3. That from Gibsonburg and Woodville, Ohio, and other points 
in 78 per cent territory in issue the rates to points named in Ap- 
pendix B and points taking the same rates, @re, and for the future 
will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed 
the rates set forth in the last column of Appendix B. 

4. That except as. provided in the next succeeding paragraph to 
stations to which the present rates are made by adding differentials 
to the basing points shown in Appendix B, said rates are and will 
be unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the 
rates found reasonable to the basing points by more than the present 
differentials. 

5. That the rates*from Woodville to stations on the Maryland 
& Pennsylvania Railroad set forth in Appendix C are unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the rates shown in 
the last column thereof. 


Examiner Weems said maintenance of the existing grouping 
of Woodville with Gibsonburg and other points in the 78 per 
cent territory, and of the present difference between the rates 
from that group to a given basing point and rates from other 
groups in issue should be approved. He said that, except No. 
19951, the separate complaints praying reparation on certain 
shipments were filed subsequent to the filing by the association 
of the complaint in the title case, in which only rates for the 
future were in issue; and complainant in the earlier case was 
a member of the association. He said the rates recommended 
as maxima to points in the Rochester, N. Y., group in some 
instances exceeded the present rates to destinations in that 
group. The rates herein proposed for the future would, if 
approved, result in a genéral readjustment of such a character 
as to warrant a recommendation that the rates assailed be 
found not unreasonable in the past, and that, therefore, repara- 
tion should be denied, said he. The appendices follow: 


APPENDIX B 3 
Rates on lime, common, hy@rated, quick or slacked, minimum 30,000 
pounds, in cents per 100 pounds, from Gibsonburg, O., and other 
points in 78 per cent territory.* 


- Found 

Sug- Rea- 

gested sonable 

No. 16170 by the in the 

a Present Scale Assn.j Report 

To Basing Points Cents Cents Cents Cents 
a ee ae 21.5 17.5 16 19 

Cumberland, Md. ............ 22 17.5 18 19.5 
Belington, W. Wa. ...:.3....0. 22 18.5 18 19 

PUOCUER, Dis Mes viva ho: 006700 0% 22 18.5 18 19.5 
Hagerstown, Md. ...........-. 25.5 19 20.5 23 

EE ss scwcs she cae 25 19.5 20.5 22.5 
Strasburg, Va. ............... 25.5 20.5 20.5 23 
OMRON TOR «ac 5000s déces 25.5 20.5 20.5 23 

i el, oh ee eRe eae 27 21 22.5 24.5 
Philadelphia, Pa. ..........+- 26.5 21 21.5 24 
niet’ ly RRA eee 28.5 22.5 23.5 26 
OS MRS “anicenvasee sonees 25.5 $24 20.5 23 
Bostom, MOOS. ....2..0.00s0000 30.5 $24 25.5 28 
Rockland, | RAR ae Se 30.5 $26 25.5 28 

‘0 

COWMNINE, Wy. wc cints cde cesses 25.5 19 $19 22 


., "Carey, Genoa, Luckey, Marblehead, Martin, Tiffin and Wood- 
ville, Ohio. 
{The association does not suggest removal of Covington from 
the Norfolk group. 
30 tension of the scale by addition of .5 cent for each additional 
§Basis sought by intervener at Covington. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


1355 










APPENDIX C 


Rates on lime, common, hydrated, quick or slacked, minimum 30,000 
pounds, in cents per 100 pounds, from Woodville, Ohio, to Mary- 


land and Pennsylvania R. R. stations. 
Found Rea- 
sonable 
Pro- Maxima 
*Dis- posed By in the 
tance Present Carrier Report 
Route: Via Baltimore Miles Cents Cents Cents 
Fiverereen, MG. ...sccccccccvdes 547 27 27 24.5 
ae BRREDO, BBs; ov ccccceswuses 547 31 29.5 24.5 
ts) 
po A eee re 548 31 29.5 24.5 
Woodbrook, Md. ...........0+6. 549 33.5 30 24.5 
to 
Towson Heights, Md. .......... 552 33.5 30 24.5 
Pr rer eres te 554 35 31 24.5 
Te OM, DEB... occ cc cwiovenes 555 35 31 26 
UE, BEG. ccccccctasaes 557 37 31 26 
to 
ES ML Sc cb aE cteewiveeeth's 562 37 31 26 
Ds BE, be cbb seed eccsnsne 566 3 31 27.5 
LEE 55 ais d$n624:60 nub 60 sabes 568 37 31 27.5 
Re Se arrears 571 38.5 31 27.5 
PMS GE Ln sce scccevescesves 573 38.5 31.5 27.5 
TOE. BAT, BIG S. «i cic cscccweivs 574 38.5 31.5 27.5 
to 
Sy Bs dwiewisccncctdh decded 583 38.5 31.5 29 
Route: Via York 
i a. 549 27.5 27.5 24.5 
to 
Se Gs. Sc cccdsseecesave 553 27.5 27.5 24.5 
Springvale, Pa. ..... a ed ane oa eee 555 35 31 26 
— PES ay PRS | RS 557 37 31 26 
‘oO 
eo SO eS rere 564 37 31 26 
Muddy Creek Forks, Pa........ 565 37 31 27.5 
ENE ia nd wags ones bules 6 Oem 568 37 31 27.5 
EEE, Dc vecescccoseseses 570 38.5 31 27.5 
RE “Wil. wie ncdecesessees 571 38.5 31 27.5 
BOWE Te) BR... 6 cos dec cocesenes 572 38.5 31.5 27.5 
oS. eee ee 575 38.5 31.5 29 


to 
iy, a, ee er eee 581 38.5 31.5 29 


*Based on 544 miles, the average of distances to York and Balti- 
more indicated in an exhibit, plus distances from the respective 
junctions. 


FRUITS AND VEGETABLES 


In No. 20098, Yates Grocery Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line et al., 
Examiner S. A. Aplin has recommended that the Commission 
find unduly prejudicial but not otherwise unlawful the rates 
on fresh fruits and vegetables, in straight or mixed carloads, 
from producing points in New York and Virginia to Tallahassee, 
Fla., to the extent that the rate from Rural Retreat, Va., which is 
the center of the Virginia producing area, to Tallahassee exceeds 
the rate from the same point of origin to Bainbridge and Thom- 
asville, Ga., by more than 3.5 cents and that the rate from 
Rochester, N. Y., to Tallahassee exceeds the rate from the 
same point of origin to Bainbridge and Thomasville, Ga., by 
more than 1 cent. He recommends that rates on that basis 
be prescribed for the future. 


NEWPORT NEWS, VA., RATES 


In a proposed report in No. 20852, City of Newport News, 
Va., vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., Examiners W. A. Hill and 
E. L. Glenn, have recommended that the Commission find rela- 
tively unreasonable and unduly prejudicial the class and com- 
modity rates between Newport News, Va., and points in southern 
territory more than 150 miles distant, to the extent that they 
exceed the corresponding rates contemporaneously in effect to 
and from Norfolk, Va. The complaint alleged that the rates 
between Newport News and points in southern territory more 
distant than 150 miles from Norfolk were unreasonable and to 
the extent that they exceeded the corresponding rates between 
Norfolk and southern territory unduly prejudicial to Newport 
News and unduly preferential of Norfolk. 

As a result of the Commission’s order in Chamber of Com- 
merce of Newport News vs. Southern, 23 I. C. C. 345, the car- 
riers placed Norfolk and Newport News on a parity in respect 
of points in the south not within 150 miles of Norfolk. That 
parity continued with a few exceptions until January 15, 1928, 
although the Commission’s order in what the examiners refer 
to as the prior case expired in 1914. The parity was then 
broken, with exception, by reason of the rigid application of the 
distance scale of class rates approved in the Southern Class 
Rate Case. The examiners say that almost without exception 
Norfolk and Newport News have the same rates to and from 
the north and west. Newport News urged that parity as a 
reason for a similar parity to and from the south. The com- 
plainant took the position since the prior report there had been 
no such change in the facts or in the law as would warrant a 
change in the condition of parity brought about by that decision. 
The railroads, on the other hand, directed attention to two 
changes since the prior report which they considered as con- 
trolling. The first of the changes was the destruction of the 
Virginia Cities parity by the southern class rate revision. The 
second change was that in the method of handling carload 
freight from the terminals of the Atlantic Coast Line, Seaboard 
& Southern from Newport News at the time of the prior case. 
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They pointed out all carload traffic destined to Newport News 
was switched to a point near the present freight terminals of 
the Atlantic Coast Line and the Southern, there placed in the 
floating equipment of the carrier handling the traffic or that 
of the Chesapeake & Ohio and floated across to Newport News, 
14 miles, whereas all such traffic was now switched by the Belt 
Line to Sewalls Point and floated across by the Chesapeake & 
Ohio, a total distance of 23.6 or 24.9 miles. 

The examiners said it was a matter of doubt, however, 
whether the present method resulted in any greater expense. 
They said a witness for the Chesapeake & Ohio expressed the 
opinion that the present service ‘was more economical and effi- 
cient than formerly rendered. 

Newport News, the examiner said, was an integral portion of 
the port of Hampton Roads and was so treated by the carriers 
in the making of rates to and from the west, east and north. 
The failure to follow that practice with respect of rates to and 
from the south, they said, was probably due to the fact that 
the Chesapeake & Ohio and the other railroads were still at 
odds on the question of divisions. But however that might be, 
they said, it was generally recognized that geographical and 
industrial units should be maintained in reasonable disregard 
of actual distances and actual costs, hence their recommenda- 
tion of equality on traffic to and from Newport News, from and 
to distances greater than 150 miles. 


HOG REPARATION BASIS 


A basis for making reparation on hogs has been proposed 
by Examiner J. P. McGrath in No. 16542, California Dressed 
Beef Co. et al vs. Santa Fe et al. and seven sub numbers there- 
under; Associated Meat Co. et al vs. Same; G. W. Bramley et al 
vs. Same; three by Hauser Packing Co. et al. vs. Same; Camp- 
bell & Coyte et al. vs. Colorado & Southern et al. and Cudahy 
Packing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. This report is upon further 
hearing. 

In the original report, 128 I. C. C. 607, the Commission 
found unreasonable the rates on hogs from points in New 
Mexico, Texas, Kansas and Oklahoma to Los Angeles and 
awarded reparation. McGrath recommends that the original 
report be modified and that the Commission find that the in- 
formal complaints filed by the complainants in these cases 
raised the issue of reasonableness under section 1 of the act. 

The complaints in this proceeding as amended, alleged 
among other things, that the rates on hogs in single and double 
deck cars, shipped since March 1, 1920, from and to the points 
of origin mentioned were illegal and unreasonable. The Com- 
mission was asked to establish reasonable rates for the future 
and award reparation. In the original report McGrath said the 
Commission found that the informal complaints in substance 
raised the question of the applicability of rates but did not 
contain allegations sufficient to place in issue the reasonable- 
ness of the rates and that claims as to shipments which were 
delivered more than two years prior to the dates on which the 
formal complaints were filed were barred by the statute of 
limitations except on the issue of the applicability of the rates. 

The examiner recommends that the Commission reverse 
that finding as to the character of the complaints in relation 
to section 1. The rates with the exception of the few of the 
components of some of the aggregate of intermediates were 
published in amounts per car. The Commission further found 
the applicable rates on and after November 23, 1922, unreason- 
able to the extent that they exceeded rates based on a distance 
scale in cents per 100 pounds and applicable in connection with 
carload minimum weights graduated according to the size of 
the car. 

When the complainants undertook to file reparation state- 
ments difficulties were encountered in computing the per car 
charges under the old tariffs and the charges per 100 pounds 
under the new tariff. There was also difficulty in respect of 
the weights to be used, many of the weights that had been 
ascertained having been taken at points of origin. Complain- 
ants contended that charges on their shipments should be 
computed on the basis of destination weights where shown with 
deductions of 300 pounds for each single deck shipment and 
600 pounds for each double deck shipment from those weights 
where obtained after the hogs were given feed and water, sub- 
ject to minimum weights prescribed in the original report for 
the size of the car ordered and on the basis for those minimum 
weights but not less than the average of the destination weights 
for other shipments that moved in the same size and type of 
car where destination weights were not available. In disposing 
of the case the examiner said: 


The Commission should find that shipments were made as de- 
scribed; that complainants hereinbefore named paid and/or bore the 
charges thereon; that, subject to the qualification hereinafter stated, 
they have been damaged in the amount of the difference between the 
charges paid and those that would have accrued at the rates found 
reasonable in this and the original report and on the basis of destina- 
tion hoof weights ascertained in accordance with defendants’ tariff 
rule governing the determination of such weights in effect at the 
time of further hearing, but not less than 17,000 pounds for single- 
deck shipments for which cars 36 feet 7 inches and under in length 
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were ordered, and 18,500 pounds for single-deck shipments for Whi wexice jons of 
ears in excess of 36 feet 7 inches in length were ordered, Where commiss 1 savil 
origin but not destination hoof weights are shown, on the basis a Annua her 
origin hoof weights, subject to the same carload minima, and w 0. The ot 
neither origin nor destination weights are shown for single. tion. it would Vv 
shipments, on the basis of the carload minimum weights pre that law in 






in the original report for the size of car ordered plus 10 per cent, 
and for double-deck shipments, on the basis of the average Weight; 
shown for other double-deck shipments made by each respeetiy, 
complainant; and that these complainants, including W. H. 

and D. H. Lillywhite as factors and agents for the shippers 

in their statements of shipments, in the statement of shipmeny 
introduced on behalf of Logan & Moore, and in the statement of ship. 
ments introduced by intervener Holmes Live Stock Company, are eh. 
titled to reparation with interest. Complainant Hauser Packing (on. 
pany is not entitled to reparation either in its own right or as agen 
on shipments consigned to it by A. G. Yates, or complainant Cudahy 
Packing Company on shipments consigned to it by Logan & my 
Complainants were unable to show the dates of payment of c 

on some of the shipments, or either those or the dates of deliy 
of certain shipments, and on such shipments interest may be com. 
puted from the first of the month next succeeding the dates ot 
delivery of the shipments, or, where the latter can not be sho 
the dates of shipment. Where the charges collected on any of the 
shipments made by these complainants are less than those that woul 
have accrued at the, rates found reasonable and upon the weight 
herein approved as the basis for computing charges, the difference jy 
each instance should be deducted from the amount of reparation 
found to be due on other shipments. These complainants shoul 
comply with Rule V of the Rules of Practice. 


L. & A-L. R. & N. UNIFICATION 


In a proposed report in finance No. 7076, control and oper. 
tion of Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. and Louisiana Rail. 
way & Navigation Co., Examiner (Miss) G. M. Eddy has ree. 
ommended that the Commission approve the plans, with a modi. 
fication, whereby (Mrs.) Sara Edenborn, owner of all the stock 
of the Louisiana Railway & Navigation Co., sells that property 
to a new Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. for a total of 
$9,750,000. The control of the Louisiana Railway & Navigation 
Co. of Texas will pass to a syndicate organized in connection 
with the creation of the new system composed of the present 
Louisiana & Arkansas, the two parts of the Louisiana Railway 
& Navigation system and the transfer company which now fer. 
ries L. R. & N. trains across the Mississippi at Angola, La. 

A vast amount of paper work has been done and is ten. 
tatively approved in the Eddy report. The new Louisiana & 
Arkansas, a Delaware corporation that is to succeed the Arkansas 
company and take all its property except the corporate franchise, 
was organized so as to be free from restrictive Arkansas stat- 
utes. The Edenborn properties are to be transferred to the 
new company under a 999 year lease. 

Reduced to its simplest form, the agreement which the ex- 
aminer proposes shall be put into effect, with modifications, was 
that Mrs. Edenborn, who desired to be rid of the responsibility 
of managing the property built up by her deceased husband, was 
to sell the Edenborn property for $10,000,000, of which $7,500,000 
was to be cash and the remainder in a negotiable note, the L. R. 
& N. corporation to be kept alive. 


Examiner Eddy summarized the proposed transactions as 
follows: The stockholders of the present L. & A. are exchang- 
ing their interest in that company for preferred and no-par com- 
mon stock in the new company, the physical properties being 
transferred by deed from the old to the new company. Then 
the stockholders, in the dual role of a syndicate and stockhold- 
ers in the new company, are negotiating with Sara Edenborn, 
who is acting in four capacities—as an individual, as the owner 
of the stock of the Angola Transfer Co., as the owner of the 
L. R. & N. stock, and as owner of the stock of the L. R. & N. 
of Texas, for the purchase of the stock of those companies, 
the transfer company’s stock to be transferred to the L, R. & 
N., the company’s stock to be transferred to the new L. & A,, 
which will lease the combined properties, and the stock of 
the L. R. & N. to be transferred to the syndicate. 


In payment for the securities to be transferred to the new 
L. & A., Mrs. Edenborn is to receive $12,000,000 of the bonds 
of that company. Those bonds are to be bought by the L. & A. 
syndicate, together with the securities of the Texas company, 
for $7,500,000 cash and a negotiable note for $2,500,000, all the 
transactions to be simultaneous. 


To carry out the simultaneous transactions the new com- 
pany asked for authority to issue $12,000,000 of first mortgage 
five per cent bonds, $4,000,000 of second mortgage 5.5 per cent 
bonds, $5,000,000 of non-cumulative 6 per cent preferred stock 
and 100,000 shares of no-par common stock, and to assume obli- 
gation in respect of promissory notes and equipment trust 
obligations totaling $2,722,000. 

Examiner Eddy recommended authorizations as requested, 
except that she said the issue of second mortgage bonds should 
be cut from $4,000,000 to $2,500,000 on a finding that the present 
and future public convenience and necessity required the acqui- 
sition and operation by the new L. & A. of the properties of the 
old L. & A. and the L. R. & N. 

The Louisiana commission and the New Orleans joint traffic 
bureau intervened in behalf of the unification, which was op- 
posed by the Missouri Pacific and the New Orleans, Texas & 
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yexico. The governors of Arkansas and Louisiana and the 
ions of the two states recommended approval. 
Annual savings were estimated at $281,325 to follow anifica- 
The other railroads opposed the unification on the ground 
that it would violate the Arkansas anti-trust statutes and the 
Clayton law in addition to being inconsistent with the Com- 
mission’s tentative plan for the consolidation of railroads. They 
asked that the authority be denied unless authority was so 
conditioned as to require full operating rights on the part of the 
.7T. & M. over the L. R. & N. between Baton Rouge and 
New Orleans upon fair and reasonable terms in order to prevent 
juplication of facilities. The examiner said there was nothing 
in the record to support the contention that the L. R. & N. 
rather than some other road should be forced to give full track- 
age rights to the intervening carriers. 
The reduction in the amount of the second mortgage issue 
was proposed by the examiner in connection with an adjustment 
to take care of the securities of the L. R. & N. of Texas. The 
examiner also came to the conclusion that the transfer company 








tion. 


at would was a common carrier and that appropriate application should 
weigh ission f hori 
rence jp pe made to the Commission for authority to do what was pro- 
Paration posed with that property. 
S shoul ITS = Ee a 
UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 
Report and order in F. D. No. 7199, authorizing the Alton & 
Southern Railroad to issue $1,000,000 of capital stock, consisting of 
10,000 shares of the par value of $100 a share, said stock to be sold 
d Ope at not less than par and the proceeds used for capital expenditures 
Ta and to reimburse the applicant for expenditures heretofore made for 
1a Rail. additions and betterments, approved. 
las rep. Report and order in F. D. No. 7115, authorizing the Yreka Rail- 
& modi road Company to issue $120,000 of first-mortgage 6 per cent gold bonds, 
‘ to be sold at not less than 90 per cent of par and accrued interest 
© stock and the proceeds used in the acquisition of equipment and rehabilita- 
roperty tion of the applicant’s railroad, approved. 
otal of Report and order in F. D. No. 7247, authorizing W. H. Bremner, 
: be receiver of the Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. Co., to issue receiver’s 
lgation certificates in the amount of $375,000 to renew or to extend certificates 
ection of a like amount maturing in December, 1928, and January and 
resent February, 1929, approved. 
nD Report and order in F. D. No. 6766, authorizing the Houston &) 
ailway Brazos Valley Railway Co. to issue $398,000 of common capital stock, 
W fer. consisting of 3,980 shares of the par value of $100 a share, and $1,000,- 


a 000 of first-mortgage 5 per cent gold bonds; said stock and bonds to 
3 ten be delivered at par to the New Orleans, Texas & Mexico Railway Co. 


in ‘satisfaction pro-tanto of an indebtedness to that company amount- 
na & ing to $1,823,791.84, approved. 
ansa Report and order in F. D. No. 7232, authorizing the Alabama Great 
as Southern Railroad Co. to procure the authentication and delivery to 
Chise, the applicant of $500,000 of first consolidated mortgage 5 per cent 
Stat- gold bonds, series A, to be held by it until the further order of 
» the the Commission, approved. 
Report and certificate in Fin. Dkt. No. 7146, authorizing the 
Southern Pacific Co. to operate, under trackage rights, over a portion 
PB ex. of the line of railroad of the Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Co. 
was in Los Angeles county, Calif., from a point near Central Station in 
Pres Los Angeles to a point approximately where the railroad of the Salt 
ility Lake intersects the city boundary of Vernon, a distance of 2.96 
was miles, approved. 
),000 
5 FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 7292. Emporia Telephone Co. asks approval of its 
as — of common stock of the Sabetha Telephone Co., of Sabetha, 
an. 


ng- Finance No. 7293. Emporia Telephone Co. asks approval of_its 
om- purchase of common stock of the Paola Telephone Co., of Paola, Kan. 
in Finance No. 7294. Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway Co. asks 

§ authority to issue 6,000 shares of no par value common stock, 4,000 
len shares of preferred stock of par value of $100 a share, and $200,000 of 
I d- 5 per cent first refunding mortgage gold bonds, for the purpose, ac- 
rn cording to the applicant, of adjusting the capital structure to accord 

, more nearly with the capitalizable assets, displacing the present cap- 
ier italization with that proposed and retiring outstanding promissory 
he notes ‘and cancelling temporary 5 per cent first and refunding mort- 
N gage bonds pledged as collateral security for promissory notes. 

Finance No. 7297. Elwood, Anderson & LaPelle Railroad Co. asks 
8, authority to abandon its line of railroad in Madison county, Ind., em- 
& bracing 1.412 miles of main line and 3.434 miles of side tracks. 


Finance No. 7298. Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway Co. asks au- 

Mey thority to operate for a period of 100 years a proposed connecting 
of track and passing siding of the Cleveland Union Terminals Co., to 
acquire for a period of 100 years’ passenger station facilities and 

service in the new union depot of the Cleveland Union Terminals 


V Co., and to operate, temporarily, a portion of an industrial track of 
g the applicant, tracks and station facilities of the Erie and tracks 
of the C. C. CG. & St. L., all in Cleveland, O. 


Finance No. 7299. Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway Co. asks au- 
thority to abandon a portion of its line of railroad, including its 
Ontario street passenger station, in Cleveland, O. 

Finance. No. 6952. Amended application of ‘Hillsboro & North- 
Eastern Railway Co. for authority to issue, renew and extend short 
term notes. 

Finance No. 1731, Sub. No. 1. Application of Illinois Central Rail- 
road Co. for an order enlarging the order heretofore granted, author- 
izing common directors and officers in its system and subsidiary com- 
panies, so that the same will apply to the Chicago Produce Terminal 
Company. 

Finanse No. 7295. Baltimore & Eastern Railroad Co. subsidiary 
of the Pennsylvania, asks authority to operate, under trackage rights 
over that portion of the Delaware Railroad between Queen Anne and 
Easton, Md. The Yrackage rights have been exercised by the Balti- 
more, Chesapeake & Atlantic of which the Baltimore & Eastern is 
the successor company. 

Finance No. 7296. Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway asks au- 
thority to issue $1,014,000 of first and consolidated mortgage gold 
bonds, bearing 5 per cent interest, to its lessees, Atlantic Coast Line 
and Louisville & Nashville, at par, on account of obligations of ap- 
plicant to lessees. 

Finance No. 7296. Sub. No. 1. Atlantic Coast Line and Louisville 
& Nashville asks authority to assume obligations in respect of the 


$1,014,000 of bonds. 
‘Finance No. 7296. Sub. No. 2. Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Rail- 
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way of South Carolina asks authority to issue its promissory note 
of $34,714.36 to the Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway in reim- 
bursement of expenditures. 

Finance No. 7296. Sub. No. 3. Clinchfield Northern Railway of 
Kentucky asks authority to issue its promissory note of $6,201.47 to 
the Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway in reimbursement of ex- 
penditures. 

Finance No. 7300, Tennga Railroad Co. asks authority to issue 
250 shares of capital stock of par value of $100 each, to be sold at 
par and the proceeds used to purchase from the Conasauge River 
Lumber Co. its logging line of railroad extending from the L. & N. 
switch at Conasauge to Taylors,, Tenn., and the extension from 
Taylors to a point at or near Chable’s Mills, Ga., which is to be built 
by the lumber company. 

Finance No. 7301. Canton & Carthage Railroad Co. asks authority 
to operate freight service over about 37 miles_of logging railroad 
owned and operated by the Pearl River Valley Lumber Co., operat- 
—_ at Canton, Miss., and over approximately 15 miles of logging 
railroad owned and operated by the Marietta Lumber Co., operating 
Miss., Lake, Neshoba and Rankin coun- 


at Burnside, in Madison, 


ties, Miss. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

No. 19334, Armour & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Complainant 
asks for. reopening, rehearing and reconsideration by entire 
Commission. 

No. 18826, Federal Compress & Warehouse Co. et al. vs. 
Alabama Great Southern et al. Complainants ask the Commis- 
sion to set aside its order of November 12 denying complain- 
ant’s petition for rehearing, and, in lieu thereof, grant a rehear- 
ing 





No. 17000, part 4-A, rates on refined petroleum products— 
southwest. Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo., asks 
that the order dated October 1, 1928, in this proceeding, last 
paragraph on page 3 and top of page 4, be amended so as to 
exclude Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, Kan., from territory 
under investigation the same as St. Louis is excluded. 

No. 13535 et al., consolidated southwestern cases. E. B. 
Boyd, chairman, for Western Trunk Line Committee, and on 
behalf of carriers, members of said committee, asks for approval 
of establishment of commodity rate on high explosives, Grafton, 
Ill., to Treece, Kan. 

No. 16200, Oklahoma Traffic Association et al. vs. Alabama 
& Vicksburg et al. Defendants ask for reconsideration of that 
portion of the Commission’s report relating to reparation. 

No. 19789, Peru Plow & Wheel Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul et al. The complainants herein have filed a second 
petition for rehearing or for reconsideration of present record. 

No. 20169, Detroit Soda Products Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al., No. 19640, Mathieson Alkali Works vs. Louis- 
ville & Nashville et al., and No. 19808, Mathieson Alkali Works 
vs. Norfolk & Western et al. Mathieson Alkali Works asks for 
further hearing. 

No. 19261, Chamber of Commerce, Traffic Bureau and Servus 
Rubber Company vs. Boston and Albany et al. Complainants 
ask for rehearing and consideration. 

No. 16747, Sub. 2, Atwood-Davis Sand Co. et al. vs. Chicago 
& North Western et al., and No. 17469, Wisconsin Lime and 
Cement Co. vs. Chicago & North Western. Complainants and 
interveners file third petition for reargument and reconsideration. 
No. 16418 (Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6), California Dressed 


Beef Co. et al. vs. Kansas City, Mexico & Orient et al. Com- 
plainants ask for reheading. 
No. 19111, Gutmann & Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. Com- 


plainant asks for reargument and reconsideration. 

No. 15474, Charles Wolff Packing Co. vs. Arkansas Western 
et al. Southwestern lines, defendants herein, ask for postpone- 
ment for a period of ninety. days of effective date of order en- 
tered herein, in respect only to rates on shipments in peddler 
cars. 

No. 19353, Southwestern Milling Co., Inc. vs. Rock Island et 
al. Rock Island asks for reargument before entire Commission 
and postponement of effective date of order. 

No. 19666, Brooks Construction Co. vs. New York Central. 
Defendant asks for rehearing and further consideration and 
reargument, and pending such reconsideration and reargument, 
postponement of effective date of its order. 

No. 17182, Taylor Produce Co. et al. vs. Atlantic Coast Line 
et al., and No. 17632, Harry J. Lewis Co. et al vs. Norfolk 
Southern et al. Taylor Produce Co. and Harry J. Lewis Co. 
et al. ask for modification or clarification of the Commission’s 
orders in No. 17632 and a rehearing respecting reparation in 
Nos. 17128 and 17632. 





COMMISSION ORDERS 

Four Section Application No. 961, classes and commodities 
from New Orleans and Baton Rouge, La., and Mobile, Ala., to 
Utah common points. Petition of J. E. Johanson, agent, for 
further postponement of effective date of Fourth Section Order 
No. 9467, classes and commodities from New Orleans and Baton 
Rouge, La., and Mobile, Ala., to Utah common points, entered in 
above application, denied. 

No. 21262, Green Bay Association of Commerce et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Madison Traffic Bureau permitted to intervene. 

No. 21330, Lake Charles Harbor & Terminal District vs. 
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Brimstone Railroad. & Canal Co. et al. 
of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

No. 18596, Tonawanda Paper Co., Inc., et al. vs. New York 
Central et al. The complainant’s petition to vacate the Com- 
mission’s order of June 4, 1928, in this proceeding and others, in 
so far as it relates to this proceeding, denied. 

Valuation No. 672, St. Paul Bridge & Terminal. Petition for 
rehearing filed by St. Paul Bridge & Terminal denied. 

No. 21624, Hinde & Dauch Paper Co. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al. Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Association per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 21334, American Sugar Refining Co. et al. vs. Burlington 
et al. Public Utilities Commission of Utah and Western Sugar 
Refinery permitted to intervene. 

No. 18646, Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Rock Island et al. 
Proceeding reopened for further hearing under shortened pro- 
cedure. 

No. 19303, Utah Shippers’ Traffic Association vs. Oregon 
Short Line et al., and No. 19706, Utah Shippers’ Traffic Associa- 
tion vs. Milwaukee et al. The effective date of the order hereto- 
fore entered in these proceedings on October 17, 1928, has been 
postponed to March 11, 1929. 

No. 20719, Omaha Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bureau vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al. Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of state of South Dakota permitted to intervene. . 

No. 21448, Sodium Products Corp. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al. Monsanto Chemical Works permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 6572, acquisition and construction of lines by 
Missouri Pacific. Petition of St. Louis-San Francisco for a re- 
hearing and oral argument before Commission denied. 

Upon request of complainants the Commission has dismissed 
the following: No. 21153, Tannin Corp. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al., No. 21178, Missouri Valley Bridge & Iron Co. vs. Rock 
Island et al., No. 21179, Deslauriers Column Mould Co. vs. At- 
lantic City et al., No. 21184, Maine Central et al. vs. Bangor & 
Aroostook et al., No. 21210, Bay Chemical Co., Inc., vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al., No. 21251, Bienville Warehouses Corporation, 
Inc., et al. vs Mississippi-Warrior Service (Federal Barge Line), 
No. 21261, Northwest Paper Co. vs. Northern Pacific, No. 21467, 
East Texas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Jefferson & North- 
western et al., and No. 21533, Bean & Symonds Co. vs. Boston 
& Maine et al. 

No. 15959, Carfiel & Morris, et al. vs. New York Central et al. 
Second petition on behalf of intervener for rehearing or for 
reconsideration of present record and oral argument denied. 

No. 14877, Southern Transportation Co. et al. vs. Norfolk & 
Western et al. Petition of complainants, for reconsideration, 
reargument, or rehearing on question of reparation of wharfage 
charges paid without tariff authority, denied. 

No. 15037, Southwestern Millers League et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., and I. & S. No. 3006, grain and grain products from west- 
ern points to C. F. A. territory. Defendant’s and respondent’s 
petition for rehearing denied. 

No. 19164, Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Alabama 
Great Southern et al.; No. 19794, Tulsa Traffic Association et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 20813, Kentucky Lumber Co. vs. St. 
Louis-San Francisco et al. Complaint dismissed upon complain- 
ants’ request. 


Crowley Association 


No. 20616, Blackwell Zinc Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Complaint 
dismissed, same having been satisfied. 
No. 20465, the Murray Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Complaint 


disnfissed, good cause appearing therefor. 

No. 20618, Anchor Coal Co. et al. vs. Alton & Eastern et al. 
Devoy & Kuhn Coal & Coke Co.; Hydraulic Pressed Brick Co.; 
St. Louis Public Service Co.; United Railways Co. of St. Louis, 
and Wallace Coal Co. permitted to intervene. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3205, the Commission has suspended from 
December 7, until July 7, schedules as published in supplement 
No. 13 to Emerson’s I. C. C. No. 129, supplement No. 17 to 
Glenn’s I. C. C. No. A-657, and various other tariffs issued by 
agents and individual carriers. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose increases and reductions in rates on oyster shells, carloads, 
from, to and between points in southern territory. The follow- 
ing is illustrative, rates being in cents per 2,000 pounds on 
oyster shells, carloads: 


. 





—From— 
New Jack- 
Orleans, La. sonville, Fla. 
To es. Op. Pres. Prop. 
I NN, irons cli ciao seca selepaiee 460 400 428 
EES SS 1s cvs cia'e coanawbacene see uc 560 560 495 560 


In I. and S. No. 3209, the Commission has suspended from 
December 11 and later dates to July 11 schedules as published 
in joint tariffs of the Pennsylvania and West Jersey & Seashore; 
Supplement No. 17 to G. O.-I. C. C. C. 14322; supplement No. 6 
to G. O.-I. C. C. 14640; and G. O.-I. C. C. 14893. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish provisions for free storage of 
grain for export at Baltimore, Md., New York, N. Y., and Phila- 
delphia, Pa., for an extended period, in lieu of present storage 
charges of 1/25 cent per’ bushel, per day. 
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In I. and S. No. 3206 the Commission has suspended f, 
December 9 until July 9, schedules as published in SUDPlemey 
No. 76 to Pennsylvania (Lines West) I. C. C. No. F-1684, g 
ment No. 5 to Jones’ I. C. C. No. 2006, and various other 
of other carriers operating in trunk line, central freight 
ation and western trunk line territories. The suspended Sche4 
ules propose to change the commodity description in conn 
with hollow building and fire proofing tile, moving betwee, 
points in the above named territories, so that the brick basis y 
rates would apply only on such tiles when not enameleg or 
glazed, other than salt glazed, which would result. in the appli 
cation of higher class rates on the restricted traffic. The fol. 
lowing statement of rates from Brazil, Ind., is illustrative, 
being in cents per ton of 2,000 pounds on glazed tile, except salt 
glazed tile, C. L.: ; 












To Cleveland, O., present 315, 


proposed 490; to Pittsburgh, Pa, 
present 345, proposed 550. 


In I. and S. No. 3208, the Commission has suspended fron 
December 10 to July 10, schedules as published in supplemey 
No. 8 to Canadian Pacific I. C. C. No. E-2392. The suspendg 
schedules propose to increase the rates on newsprint paper fron 
Canadian mills to New York City and related points in Ney 
Jersey. The following is illustrative rates being in cents pe 
100 pounds: 


From Gatineau, Que., to New York, N. Y., and Newark, N, J, 
present 34, proposed 37%; from Three Rivers, Que., to New York, 
N. Y., and Newark, N. J., present 34, proposed 38. 


In I. and S. No. 3210, the Commision has suspended from 
December 12 until July 12 schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 42, 43 and 44 to Boston & Maine I. C. C. No. A-2600. The 
suspended schedules propose to cancel the present commodity 
distance rates on gravel, sand, slag, coal ashes or cinders, 
crushed or broken stone and stone dust, carloads, and apply in 
lieu thereof either class rates or revised commodity distance 
rates between New England, New York and Canadian points, 
The following mileage rates, in cents per ton, 2,000 pounds, is 
illustrative: 


Gravel, Screened Stone, Crushed Slag 
Miles Pres. Prop. Pres. ° Prop. Pres. Prop. 
ti dudsy Guta 50 70 60 70 45 70 
ORS ae 95 100 115 100 90 100 
SRS pe ee 115 120 135 120 110 120 
a eee 130 150 150 150 125 150 


In I. and S. No. 3207, the Commission ‘has suspended from 
December 10 to July 10, schedules as published in supplements 
Nos. 2 and 3 to I. C. C. No. A-1925 and supplements Nos. 86, 87 
and 88 to I. C. C. No. A-1620, issued by Boyd, and supplement 
No. 33 to Jones’ I. C. C. No. 1926. The suspended schedules 
propose to increase rates on spelter, carloads, from Arkansas, 
Kansas, Missouri and Oklahoma to Chicago and Peoria districts, 
and from East St. Louis, Ill., to Chicago, and related points. 
The following rates are illustrative: 


SPELTER, CARLOADS 
Rates in Cents Per One Hundred Pounds 


—To— 
Chicago, Ill. Peoria, Ill. 
From Pres. Prop. Pres. Prop. 
Chertyvale, KGANS: ©... ccivscedee 24 33 20.5 29.5 
FAOMTVSCR, GIR. cecccccccsens 25.5 34.5 22 31 


LOANS TO CARRIERS 


Loans aggregating $350,600,667 were made to railroads from 
the revolving fund created by section 210 of the transportation 
act to aid carriers in the so-called “transition” period after the 
end of federal control and total repayments as of October 31, 
1928, amounted to $281,569,468.62, leaving a net certified indebted- 
ness of $69,031,198.38, according to an appendix in the annual 
report of the Commission. 


, The net certified indebtedness was distributed as follows, 
according to the Commission’s table: 


Alabama, Tennessee & Northern, $220,250; Aransas Harbor 
Terminal, $50,000; Boston & Maine, $19,386,979; Charles City 
Western, $140,000; Chesapeake & Ohio, $8,073,023.97; Chicago 
& Western Indiana, $7,075,000; Chicago Great Western, $1,750,- 
000; Cisco & Northeastern, $123,850; Des Moines & Central 
Iowa, $633,500; Fernwood, Columbia & Gulf, $20,000; Fort Dodge, 
Des Moines & Southern, $200,000; Gainesville & Northwestern, 
$75,000; Georgia & Florida, $792,000; Greene County, $18,000; 
Kansas City, Mexico & Orient, $2,500,000; Lake Erie, Franklin 
& Clarion, $7,500; Minneapolis & St. Louis, $1,695,078.59; Mis- 
souri & North Arkansas $3,500,000; Salt Lake & Utah, $872,600; 
Seaboard Air Line, $16,956,887.84; Shearwood $17,500; Toledo, 
St. Louis & Western, $370,000; Virginia Blue Ridge, $106,000; 
Virginia Southern $38,000; Waterloo, Cedar Falls & Northern, 
$1,260,000; Wheeling & Lake Erie $2,678,278.98; Wichita WNorth- 
western $381,750; and Wilmington, Brunswick & Southern 
90,000. 
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U.S. AND CANADIAN RATES 


The Commission, in answering the questions put to it by 
the Senate in the form of the Wheeler of Montana, resolution, 
followed, a8 nearly as possible, the form it uses in reports on 
inquiries initiated on its own motion. It called its production 
Ex Parte 95, propriety of rates similar to the Canadian rates 
on grain, live stock, and other agricultural products in the 
Northwest. (See Traffic World, Dec 8.) 

The Wheeler resolution requested the Commission to make 
an investigation with a view to ascertaining whether rates sim- 

to the Canadian rates on grain, livestock, and other agri- 
cultural products in the northwest would be compensatory to 
American railroads operating in that territory, and, if on inves- 
tigation, the rates similar to the Canadian rates were found 
to be compensatory, that the Commission reduce rates in the 
northwest on such products so that the “American farmer will 
be put on an equality with the Canadian farmer in this respect.” 

The Commission, in its report, said it assumed that “similar 
rates” meant substantially the same level of rates for substan- 
tially the same distances in the United States as in Canada to 
primary markets or ports of export, to which most of the grain 
in each country found its way; that “Northwest” meant Minne- 
sota, the Dakotas, Montana, Idaho, Washington and Oregon; and 
that grain and livestock were the principal commodities con- 
templated in the resolution. 

The term “compensatory,” the Commission said, admitted 
of a difference of opinion as to the test applied. It might be 
contended, the report said, that the Canadian rates would be 
compensatory if they yielded only the out-of-pocket cost of 
service plus some profit or return on investment, however small. 
But in a broader sense the definition might be influenced, if not 
controlled, by additional considerations, including “fair return” 
upon the property used in performing the service as provided 
in section 15a, comparisons of the rates in question with other 
rates prescribed in many instances by the federal and state 
Commissions, presumably upon a reasonable and equitable basis, 
and many other things commonly recognized as pertinent in the 
establishment or recognition of a fabric of rates deemed “just 
and reasonable” within the meaning of section 1 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act. 


Inasmuch as the resolution did not differentiate between 
domestic and export grain the Commission assumed that the 
export rates to Vancouver, lower than the domestic rates, and 
the rates to Fort William, which apply on both domestic and 
export grain, lower than rates in the northwest, were the Cana- 
dian rates contemplated by the resolution because they were 
the ones which moved the bulk of the Canadian grain. The Com- 
mission assumed that they were the rates contemplated inas- 
much as, with the exception of recently established reduced rates 
over the Canadian National Railways from Fort William to 
Quebec, the general level of rates was approximately the same 
from Duluth as from Fort William to the Atlantic seaboard, 
whether by water or water-and-rail routes. 

Collectively the export rates to Vancouver and the rates to 
Fort William, taken for purposes of comparison, were referred 
to in the report, as the Canadian rates to which the resolution 
referred. 

In making the comparisons which resulted in the conclusion 
that the Canadian rates could not be compensatory for the rail- 
roads in the northwest, the Commission drew liberally upon the 
data put before it in No. 17000, part 7, Hoch-Smith grain. It 
said that while no investigation as to the specific cost of trans- 
porting grain of all kinds had been undertaken either by it or 
any of the parties to that case, considerable data purporting to 
show the aggregate costs of transporting wheat had been pre- 
sented by parties to the record in that case. One cost study 
had been submitted by the chief of the Commission’s bureau 
of statistics, not as an official document but as an individual 
suggestion for the benefit of all the parties to the record. It 
covered the whole of the western district as well as Illinois, Wis- 
consin and Minnesota. Another was prepared by the Minnesota 
Commission to cover Minnesota, North Dakota, Wisconsin and 
Montana. A third was prepared by the Nebraska Commission 
to cover western trunk line carriers, southwestern carriers and 
carriers in Nebraska. A fourth was presented by the Oregon 
Commission to cover that state and a fifth by Kansas farm 
organizations. 

These cost studies were carried in an appendix to the report. 
The Canadian rates to Vancouver were shown to be lower, at 
every distance, than the estimate of cost made by the Commis- 
sion’s bureau of statistics and not much more than half of the 
domestic Canadian rates. The latter were shown as closely 
approximating the No. 12244 scale prescribed by the Commis- 
sion in Oklahoma Corporation Commission vs. A. & S., 1011. C.C. 
116, for application from Oklahoma to Texas and since extended 
to apply between other southwestern points. The Canadian 
rates were also shown to be lower than the Minnesota estimates 
except for the minimum distance and a bit higher and a_ bit 
lower, for different distances, than the estimates of the Nebraska 
Commission. 
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While the Commission made liberal use, in this report, of 
the data in the Hoch-Smith grain investigation it said that “noth- 
ing herein should be construed as indicating possible conclusions 
in the grain investigation.” 

The report asserts that the Canadian grain rates are made 
under conditions that do not obtain in the United States. In that 
way the Commission introduced a recital of the contributions 
made to the Canadian government to the Canadian Pacific and 
other Canadian carriers in cash, lands, exclusive concession and 
exemption from Dominion and provincial taxes. 

In a foot note referring to exemptions of the Canadian 
Pacific the report said that its declaration did not mean that that 
carrier did not pay any taxes. On the contrary the note pointed 
out that in 1926 the Canadian Pacific accrued taxes amounting 
to $5,722,083 and the Canadian National, $3,474,287. To show 
still more sharply the difference in conditions the report brought 
out the fact that in 1924 and 1925 the Great Northern paid more 
taxes on approximately 8,250 miles of railroad than did all the 
Canadian roads on 40,000 miles of road. Continuing the com- 
parisons still farther the report said: 


In 1924 the Great Northern, at the Canadian tax rate per mile 
could have reduced substantially all its rates on all commodities and 
preserved its then net revenues. At the. Canadian tax rate per mile 
the Great Northern’s average annual taxes for the three years 1923-25 
would have been reduced from $9,280,137 to $1,623,706, and that carrier 
in 1924 could have reduced its wheat rates 67 per cent, or its rates 
on all grains 47 per cent, or its rates on all revenue freight 9 per cent, 
and maintained existing revenues. During the three-year period 
mentioned the average annual tax saving of $7,656,431 would have 
exceeded the entire freight reduction of $5,988,178 that. would have 
resulted from the application of the Canadian basis on the Great 
Northern in 1927. During the years 1921-25 the average net annual 
deficit after fixed charges of the Canadian National was $2,596 per 
mile. In 1925 the railway tax accruals of the Canadian National and 
Canadian Pacific were $224.39 per mile, and of the Great Northern 
$1,189.27 per mile. The Great Northern, if given. the benefit of the 
Canadian National subsidy of $2,596 per mile plus a reduction of 
$964.88 in taxes per mile, totaling $3,560.88 per mile, would have 
received, in 1924, $29,348,772.96 for its 8,242 miles of operated line, or 
$727,058.18 more than its total revenue on products of agriculture in 
that year. During the period 1921-25 the average tax rate per mile 
was $1,065.14 in the western district-and $227.98 in Canada, and the 
average deficit of the Canadian National was $2,596 per mile. ~ The 
roads in the western district, if given this Canadian National subsidy 
and the Canadian tax rate per mile, would have received, in 1924 
$11,293,314 more revenue than they did receive for transporting ali 
products of agriculture and animals and products, and could, from 
the difference in taxes alone, have reduced more than 20 per cent 
the rates on such traffic; could have reduced rates on all commodities 
25 per cent and still had left $53,175,730 more than their actual net 
revenue; or could have carried free all products of agriculture, except 
milled produets and livestock, and been $15,000,000 better off than they 
actually were. In 1926 the taxes of all railroads in the United States, 
if reduced from their average of $1,591 per mile to the average 
Canadian basis of $267 per mile, would have been reduced in the grand 
total of $330,000,000; and under the Canadian policy of subsidy and 
taxes the class I railroads in the United States, during the period 
from 1923 to 1927, could have handled free all grain, flour, meal and 
livestock and had left $403,332,826 more revenue than they actually 
received; a situation also’true to the extent of $139,825,569 additional 
revenue for the western roads during that period. 

Although the net operating income of the Canadian National has 
improved since 1921, being $31,864,346 in 1926, there was a deficit, after 
fixed charges, of $29,894,073, in that year. 

In the grain investigation certain of the Oregon, Washington and 
Idaho farm organizations suggest that the greater tax rate per mile 
in the United States than in Canada is warranted by the greater 
density of general traffic. They contend that general transportation 
conditions are as favorable, on the whole, in these states as in Canada, 
and that the conclusion is warranted that the carriers in these states 
charge higher rates than do the Canadian carriers because they are 
not as efficiently operated as are the Canadian carriers. The showing 
of these organizations as to efficiency of operation consists largely 
of argument based on certain general reports covering railway oper- 
ation in Canada and the United States. 

In connection with these tax comparisons it may be observed, as 
suggested in the preceding paragraph, that there may be offsetting 
differences in operating conditions, such as a lower density of traffic, 
on Canadian railways than those in the United States. 

(2) The Application of the Crowsnest Pass basis of rates in the 
United States in 1927, on domestic and export shipments, would have 
resulted in the following losses of revenue: 


Pe DE oo nkb 598s.asa sas ae ONeees bem Coed eedeneseeden $5,988,178 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific............eeeeeeeaee 3,934, 

SEE ee a a rrr es oe - 1,879,871 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie.........ceseeeeeeee 1,794,352 


It may be interesting to compare the foregoing losses in revenues, 
as given by the carriers, with the net incomes after fixed charges and 
dividends declared of those carriers for the same year: 


Lossin Netincomeafter Dividends 

revenue fixed charges declared 

Great Northern ...........+- $5,988,178 $22,985,923 $12,447,355 
sp Se MR UR. Pec cvevas 4 3,934,556 Gente ... \  aemnenens 
Northern Pacific 1,879,871 18,538,424 12,400,000 
. & S. S. 1,794,352 SOG, 0SL- «its ew cteuee 





M. St. P 


d—Deficit. 
*Now the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific. 


In closing its discussion of the grain phase of the subject 
the Commission said: 


This Commission, in the proceedings referred to in its report on 
Senate resolution 208, and in other proceedings, has given the closest 
consideration to the general level of grain rates, with a view to 
according the maximum of legitimate benefits to agriculture. The 
various general percentage increases and reductions in ain rates 
in the United States during the abnormal conditions incident to the 
war are shown in the report above mentioned, and the statement is 
there made that grain rates in the west have been reduced since 
1920 to a greater extent than have the rates on most other traffic. 

The question of Canadian competition on Wheat is now before this 
Commission in the grain inquiry, along with the numerous other 
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roblems that will be discussed in the report to be prepared followin 

briefs and oral argument. Whatever may be the conclusions reache 

in that proceeding, the Commission cannot at this time report that 
in its view the Canadian basis of rates would be compensatory to the 
railroads of the northwest. It follows that a reduction in the rates 
in the northwest to the Canadian basis, suggested in the resolution, 
is not warranted. Nothing stated herein should be construed as indi- 
cating possible conclusions in the grain investigation. 

While the Senate resolution now under consideration refers only 
to the northwest, the effect of the application of Canadian rates could 
not be confined to that section. A closer relation between rates in 
various parts of this country is nowhere more apparent than in the 
case of grain, particularly for export. The rates on grain from’ the 
northwest eastward to the head of the lakes and westward to Puget 
Sound and Columbia River ports cannot be considered without regard 
to the rates on grain from other producing sections to other ports of 
export. The competition of Canadian grain in the world’s markets 
affects southwestern grain through the guif ports, for example, parti- 
cularly wheat from Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, as certainly and 
probably as severely, as it affects northwestern grain through the 
head of the lakes or Puget Sound or Columbia River ports. It is not 
believed, therefore, that the Canadian rates, if otherwise possible of 
application, could be transplanted into the northwest without corre- 
sponding reductions in other grain-producing territories in the west- 
ern district. 

The Canadian basis hereinbefore discussed is the export basis. 
The domestic rates from Canadian western provinces to the port of 
Vancouver are substantially higher, generally speaking, than the rates 
from northwestern United States to Puget Sound and Columbia 
River ports: 





















om— Miles Rate 
CEOs, OO: WRMMOOTIVOR io 0 bich5 sn bis bdieic cbicceveccovcsdsns 863 46 
Cees Seem, , BEOMt., CO  Beattle, o:6i00.0 cece sicviccs csvccviececue 865 39 
ei: EE LEAD WPREMNNOIOD oo dics: 0 0:60.00 cece vcees cwesecsee% 1,051 50 
Broadview, a CU NERD, on 645. 6a nih Onis 6 4.0 60!d:s'e0 doe eb 1,051 40.5 


The livestock part of the report was short. The Commission 
called attention to the fact that it was now considering rates on 
that commodity in No. 17000, part 9, Hoch-Smith livestock, and 
that a proposed report in that case was about to be issued. It 
submitted comparisons of Canadian and United States livestock 
rates. It said that the facts set forth in the grain part:of the 
report relative to contributions of lands and money to the 
Canadian carriers and the much smaller tax burden had an 
equal bearing upon the rates on livestock. Rate comparisons 
were made in an appendix. As to what those comparisons 
showed, the Commission said: 


From a study of the rates it may be concluded that where rate 
scales have been prescribed by this Commission the rate level is 
generally lower than under comparable Canadian rate scales, and 
that where rates have been initiated by the United States carriers the 
comparable Canadian rates are quite generally lower for the shorter 
distances, but that the rates of United States carriers are generally 
lower for the longer distances. For the very long hauls the United 
States rates are lower probably without exception. 


The Commission had at hand no authoritative information 
respecting Canadian rates on livestock. It therefore, requested 
and received from the Board of Railway Commissioners for 
Canada comprehensive data respecting the rate structure and 
regulations governing transportation of livestock throughout 
the Dominion. It was thereby enabled to make comparisons. 
In a separate document it transmitted the information received 
from the Canadian board to the Senate. 


SOUTHWESTERN RATES 


The Commission has set No. 13535, Consolidated Southwest- 
ern Cases, for hearing at Washingtun, D. C., December 20, be- 
fore Director Hardie, upon the question of rates for application 
between the southwestern gateways, Missouri. River cities, and 
territoties as defined in the report of April 5, 1927, 123 I. C. C. 
203, on the one hand, and points in southwestern Texas on and 
south of the line of the Southern Pacific, San Antonio to Eagle 
Pass, through Spofford, and west of an air line passing immedi- 
ately east of the line of the International-Great Northern, San 
Antonio to Laredo, points on the San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf, 
west of Pleasanton, points on the Texas-Mexican west of Heb- 
bronville, points on the Rio Grande & Eagle Pass, and points in 
Texas on the Uvalde & Northern and on the Texas-Mexican, 
west of Alice, to Hebbronville, inclusive, on the other hand. 

A further assignment in the same case is on January 4, at 
the Hotel Severs, Muskogee, Okla., before Examiner Griffin, for 
hearing on the petition of the Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ 
Traffic Bureau of Muskogee, and petition on behalf of Bartlett- 
Collins Company and other glass companies for a modification 
of the findings and orders heretofore entered in these proceed- 
ings, by elimination of certain commodities from the proceed- 
ings. The immediate question on which the hearing is to be 
had is whether window glass, rough rolled glass, polished wire 
glass, lamp chimneys, lantern globes, glass globes, soda ash, 
salt cake and cullet, glass botties, carboys, demijohns, or jars, 
N. O. I. B. N., in current western classification, jelly glasses, 
tumblers, including caps, stoppers or tops, in straight or mixed 
carloads, should be eliminated from these proceedings. 

A still further assignment that has been made is for hearing 
on January 8, in Washington, D. C., before Examiner Sullivan, 
on coal tar and coal pitch involved in I. and S. No. 3130, the sus- 
pension proceeding growing out of No. 13535. : 

No, 14760, Parkersburg Rig & Reel Company vs. Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific et al., one of the cases joined with No. 
13535, has been reopened for further hearing on the question of 
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rates for future application to rig irons, carloads, from ang to 
the points embraced in the report dated February 8, 1927, 
as to the rates for future application to oil well-supplies ang j, 
rig irons, in carloads, as embraced in the report of April 5 
1927, 123 I. C. C. 203, ete. 

The effective date of Supplemental Fourth Section Onjq 
No. 9500, rates from, to and between points in the south Wester 
territory, entered in this case, April 5, 1927, by its terms Made 
effective December 5, 1927, and subsequently amended so ag to 
become effective July 14, 1928, except as to existing commodity 
rates on articles produced or manufactured in the southwe 
including differential territory, or Kansas-Missouri River tery, 
tory from producing or manufacturing points in such territory 
to the southwestern gateways, Missouri River cities and to de. 
fined territories, has been further amended as of July 13, 1928, 
so that as to rates on commodities which have been excludeg 
from the findings in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, by syp. 
plemental report, dated March 6, 1928, 139 I. C. C. 535, and Oet 
ae Sse 147 I. C. C. 165, it shall become effective July 
14, s 

The Commission, in I. and S. No. 3130, the suspension pro. 
ceeding arising out of the Consolidated Southwestern Cases, hag 
issued the following: 


It is ordered, That the said order of July 7, 1928, in so far as it 
suspended the operation of schedules applying on grape juice, excepi 
on export, import and coastwise traffic, and except on traffic between 
points in Kansas and Missouri, on the one hand, and points. east of 
the Indiana-Illinois state line (except points in Indiana shown a, 
taking group location 312 in Agent J. E. Johanson’s tariff I. Cc. ¢ 
No. 2012), and on and north of the Ohio and Potomac Rivers, includ- 
ing points named in Agent J. E. Johanson’s tariff I. C. C. No. 2012, 
in Kentucky and in Virginia and West Virginia where ‘‘All-Rail” 
group location is provided in said I. C. C. No. 2012, on the other 
hand, and except between Chicago, Ill., Chicago Junctions, Milwau- 
kee, is., and Mississippi River crossings on the one hand and points 
in Kansas and Missouri on the other hand, on traffic to or from 
points east of the Illinois-Indiana state line, be and it is hereby 
vacated and set aside; but as to all other schedules the operation 
of which was suspended and which may not have been affected 
by subsequent orders, the said order of July 7, 1928, shall remain in 
full force and effect. 


LOCOMOTIVE-INSPECTION REPORT 


“There has been a substantial decrease in the percentage 
of locomotives inspected by our inspectors found defective,” 
says A. G. Pack, chief inspector of the bureau of locomotive 
inspection, in his seventeenth annual report to the Commission, 
covering the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928. 

In the year 24 per cent of the locomotives inspected were 
found with defects or errors in inspection that should have 
been corrected before being put into use, as' compared with 31 
per cent for the preceding year, 40 per cent for the fiscal year 
ended. June 30, 1926, 46 per cent for 1925, 53 per cent for 1924, 
and 65 per cent for 1923, according to the report. 

“The percentage of defective locomotives this year reached 
the lowest point ever recorded and is indicative of the general 


condition of the locomotives throughout the entire country,” says 


Mr. Pack. 

“While there has been a substantial decrease in the total 
number of accidents and casualties to persons, with a substan- 
tial decrease in the number of defective locomotives, our inves- 
tigations indicate that a further reduction would have resulted 
had more thorough inspections been made by some of the car- 
riers and the requirements of the law and rules been complied 
with in respect to the proper repair of defects in equipment 
that affect safety; and while there has been a very general 
substantial improvement in the inspection and maintenance of 
locomotives and tenders, there are some railroads whose records 
do not compare favorably and where more exertive action may 
be required in bringing about the purpose and intent of the 
law.” 

Five suits for penalties, involving 79 counts for alleged vio- 
lations of the locomotive inspection law and rules, were pending 
in the various district courts at the beginning of the year, ac- 
cording to the report. Information of violations was lodged 
with the proper United States attorneys in seven cases, involv- 
ing 87 counts. Judgments in favor of the government were 
obtained in eight cases, involving 134 counts, penalties imposed 
on 84 counts in the sum of $8,400, and 50 counts dismissed, by 
stipulation or agreement. Four cases, involving 32 counts, were 
pending in the district courts at the end of the year. 

Since January 7, 1920, information of 860 violations has been 
lodged with the proper United States attorneys and 65 suits for 
penalties have been instituted. Three cases were dismissed by 
United States attorneys and one case resulted in judgment in 
favor of the defendant. Judgments in favor of the government 
have been obtained in 56 cases concluded since March 21, 1923, 
and penalties in the sum of $57,900 imposed. 





You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the goyernment there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
ren. published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Ce.) 


LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 
(Supreme Court of Illinois.) Where carload of grapes was 
felivered to electric railway to be carried short distance, and 
apes packed in car of another railroad were delivered to 
steam railroad for interstate shipment, and electric railroad was 
engaged in handling freight, and issued bill of lading to shipper 
approved by Interstate Commerce Commission, electric railroad, 
der Carmack amendment (49 USCA, paragraph 20) to inter- 
state commerce act, paragraph 15 (49 USCA, paragraph 15), was 
“initial carrier,” responsible for damage in shipment until it 
reached its destination, and steam railroad was only liable for 
loss occasioned on its own line.—Lino vs. Northwestern Pac. R. 
Co. 163 N. E. Rep. 316. ; 














Miscellaneous Decisions 





sind Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
Rail” (Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
Other Toeten, ublished by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
be opyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 
from 
toy REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 
“¥- (Supreme Court of Indiana.) Pleaded conclusions of law, 
not of fact, are not within Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 360, author- 
izing pleading of conclusions subject only to motion to make 
more specific.—Stuck vs. Town of Beech Grove, 163 N. E. Rep. 
487. 
age Ordinance designating streets within municipality on which 
re,” busses may operate or prohibiting their operation on certain 
ive streets do not encroach on the jurisdiction of the Public Service 
on, Commission over motorbus common carriers, so long as such 
ordinances do not prevent or unreasonably interfere with the 
Te utility’s operation.—Ibid. 
ve Failure of inexcusable neglect of appellee to file brief may 
31 be deemed a confession of error, and court, in its discretion, 
ar may either determine questions presented by appellant’s brief 
4, or reverse without prejudice to either party.—Ibid. 
Failure of appellee to file brief does not require reversal, 
d and discretionary power of court to reverse should not be ex- 
al ercised under appellant’s brief makes an apparent or prima facie 
's showing of reversible error.—Ibid. 
2 (Supreme Court of Indiana.) Legislature has power to 
| amend act under which a company is incorporated, and exercise 


of such power does not violate any constitutional rights.—Denny 
vs. Brady, 163 N. E. Rep. 489. 

Acceptance by street railway corporation of right to oper- 
ate motor vehicles for transportation of passengers and freight, 
| given under Laws 1925, c. 122, sec. 1 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 
10174), if necessary, could be implied from exercise of powers 
granted thereunder.—lIbid. 

Street railway corporation held to have authority to operate 
motor vehicles for transportation of passengers and freight for 
hire without amendment of articles of incorporation, under Laws 
1925, c. 122, sec. 1 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 19174), construing 
powers granted to street, interurban, and steam railroad cor- 
porations, to include the power to operate bus lines.—Ibid. 

Ordinance for regulating traffic and control of streets, which 
does not prohibit or unreasonably interfere with operation of 
utilities which have received certificates of convenience and 
necessity from the State Public Commission, under Laws 1925, 
c. 46 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, secs. 10164-10173), supplementing 
Laws 1913, c. 76 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, secs. 12672-12802), and 
is otherwise reasonable, is valid.—Ibid. 

City ordinances regulating bus service, fixing rates and re- 
quiring certificate of convenience and necessity to operate busses 
on public streets, is void as conflicting with Laws 1925, c. 46 
(Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, secs. 10164-10173), supplementing Laws 
1913, c. 76 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, secs. 12672-12802), giving like. 
power to State Public Service Commission uhless city is within 
Acts 1925, c. 46, sec. 5 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 10168), ex- 
cluding certain class of cities from the grant of power to the 
Commission.—Ibid. 

Legislature may not enact legislation applicable to one 
situation without embracing all other persons or corporations 
a within the class regardless of motives of legislature.— 


~~ ov 


While mere license is not a contract between the authority 
granting it and the person to whom it is granted, the grant of 
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a franchise, when accepted and acted on, creates a contract, 
since it gives rise to obligations binding both upon the granter 
and the grantee.—Ibid. 

City ordinance in force at time of Acts 1925, c. 46 (Burns’ 
Ann. St. 1926, secs. 10164-10173), amending Laws 1913, c. 76 
(Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, secs. 12672-12802), and providing terms 
under which operators of motor busses may furnish service 
on city streets, followed by operation of busses under the terms 
and conditions of the ordinance, which bound bus operators 
to give definite service, constituted furnishing of motor trans- 
portation “by color of contract,” within terms of Acts 1925, c. 
46, sec. 5 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 10168), exempting from 
power of State Public Service Commission cities in which “motor 
transportation is now furnished under or by color of a contract;” 
and city ordinance regulating bus service was therefore not 
void as conflicting with authority of Public Service Commission. 
—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Indiana.) Judgment, in action to enjoin 
enforcement of municipal ordinance as to encroachment on the 
jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission, held not res judi- 
cata in subsequent action to enjoin enforcement of same ordi- 
nance as unreasonable and void.—Stuck vs. Town of Beech 
Grove, 163 N. E. Rep. 483. 

An adjudication on a demurrer as res judicata the same as 
judgment rendered after trial of issues joined.—lIbid. 

Where additional facts are pleaded in subsequent complaint, 
bringing different. questions of law or fact before court, judg- 
ment in prior action is not bar or estoppel by record.—Ibid. 

A judgment is not bar to a second action unless it is founded 
on substantially identical cause of action.—Ibid. 

If evidence necessary to sustain a second suit could not 
have produced a different result in the first suit, the first judg- 
ment is no bar to recovery in the second, although it is for the 
same cause of action.—lLbid. 

Under Laws 1913, c. 76, sec. 110 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 
12783), Public Service Commission cannot declare municipal 
ordinances invalid which does not relate to the quality or char- 
acter of service required of a public utility or to the terms and * 
conditions on which such utility is permitted to use streets.— 
Ibid. 

Order of Public Service Commission in proceeding under 
Laws 1913, c. 76, sec. 110 (Burns’ Ann. St. 1926, sec. 12783), 
holding municipal ordinances not unreasonable, held not res 
judicata in subsequent action to enjoin enforcement of ordinance 
as unreasonable, where ordinance was not one which commis- 
sion could declare void.—Ibid. 

As a general rule, courts cannot pass on the question 
whether or not an ordinance is reasonable, where the 
legislature. has expressly conferred on a municipality power to 
enact it, but the reasonableness of municipal action is subject 
to judicial inquiry when such action is taken in pursuance of 
a power granted in general terms or of an implied power.—Ibid. 

Courts are reluctant to declare ordinance invalid for unrea- 
sonableness, but have the power to do so where they are clearly 
unreasonable.—Ibid. 


(Supreme Court of Florida.) Sections 4393 to 4420, inclu- 
sive, of the Revised General: Statutes of Florida; clothe the 
railroad commissioners with power to regulate telegraph com- 
panies; provided always that such regulation be fair, just, rea- 
sonable, and sufficient, and reasonably necessary for the public 
convenience, and not unjustly burdensome to the company.— 
State vs. Western Union Telegraph Co., 118 Sou. Rep. 478. 

Whether or not the regulation or the service required is 
fair, just, reasonable, and sufficient, and reasonably necessary 
for the public convenience, and not unjustly burdensome to the 
company, must be determined by the facts in the particular case, 
and is subject to review by the courts.—Ibid. 

Corporations performing a public or quasi public service 
may, under the police power of the state, be regulated in the 
interest of public convenience and necessity. Such regulation 
must, however, bear reference to the comfort, safety, and wel- 
fare of society; it must not conflict with the provisions of the 
corporate charter, or under the guise of regulation take from 
the corporation any of the essential rights and privileges which 
its charter confers.—lIbid. 

By the very nature of the subject-matter of regulation, tele- 
graph companies cannot be regulated by the same rule, mode, or 
prescription that railroads and other common carriers are regu- 
lated.—Ibid. 

The powers of the railroad commissioners are restricted to 
those conferred by the express terms of the statute, or those 
which may be reasonably implied from such express terms. 

In construing statutes defining the powers and duties of ad- 
ministrative boards or commissions, the power sought to be 
exercised must be made to affirmatively appear, before it can 
be legally exercised.—Ibid. 

In the matter of installing telegraph stations, the statute 
(section 4406, Revised General Statutes of Florida) in effect pro- 
vides that the railroad commissioners shall have power to re- 
quire their installation and maintenance, where reasonably 
necessary for public convenience, if not unjustly burdensome | 
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to the company. There is nothing in the statute which author- 
izes the commission to point out the exact location or point in 
the community where the telegraph station shall be located, or 
to require the removal of such station from one location in the 
community to another.—Ibid. 


O’FALLON RECAPTURE CASE 


In fixing the valuation of a railroad for recapture purposes 
under the transportation act, consideration should be given to 
all relevant facts and circumstances including the present level 
of reproduction costs, according to a brief by the St. Louis & 
O’Fallon Railway Company and the Manufacturers’ Railway 
Company, jointly owned, filed December 13 in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which will hear argument January 
2 in the case. 

The case is an appeal from a decision of the federal dis- 
trict court for the eastern district of Missouri, which refused 
to enjoin the order of the Commission in which it was held 
that the net railway operating income of the O’Fallon railroad 
for the last ten months of 1920 and the calendar years 1921, 
1922 and 1923 exceeded 6 per cent on the value of the property 
of that carrier and requiring the road, under the recapture 
provisions of the transportation act, to turn over to the Com- 
mission 50 per cent of the excess the Commission found in 
each. period. 

In seeking to have the Supreme Court reverse the decision 
of the district court, the brief attacks the decision of the lower 
court on the grounds that-the O’Fallon and Manufacturers’ rail- 
ways, contrary to the finding of the Commission, constitute a 
system of carriers under common control and management and 
that the valuation and earnings of both roads should have been 
taken into consideration instead of the O’Fallon alone. Con- 
tinuing, the brief says: 


It appears upon the face of the report that the Commission did 
not determine or undertake to determine the ‘‘present value’ of the 
O’Fallon by consideration of all relevant facts and circumstances, 
hut that its so-called findings of value in respect to the O’Fallon 
were based upon a mathematical formula, the avowed purpose of 
which was to determine the approximate investment in its property; 
that the Commission refused in such so-called determination of value 
to give either effective weight or any weight whatsoever to the 
present cost of construction; that such refusal was not based on any 
fact or facts found by the Commission pertaining to the property of 
said carrier, but upon the conclusion of *the Commission that no 
consideration should be given to present-day prices in determining 
the value of any railway property for the purposes of either rate 
making or recapture; that the Commission’s so-called findings of 
value are based upon an erroneous conception of the law and of 
its powers thereunder and are’ unsupported by and contrary to the 
evidence; and that the true value of the O’Fallon greatly exceeded 
the so-called values found. 


The brief points out that under the provisions of the trans- 
portation act, all net railway operating income in excess of 
one-half of the amount by which such income exceeds 6 per 
cent of the value of the carriers’ property remains the absolute 
property of the carriers and consequently the order of the 
Commission, if it takes more, constitutes the taking of the 
carriers’ property without due process of law, and a taking of 
private property for public use without just compensation. 

The carriers charge in the brief that the Commission 
greatly exaggerates the supposed “unfavorable economic con- 
sequences” which might occur were freight rates made.on the 
basis of the true value of the property. 


“The Commission’s observations,” says the brief, “in re- 
spect»of this matter may be properly characterized as a ‘scare’ 
argument designed to lead this court to hold that, although it 
has applied the present value rule to other public utilities, it 
should not be applied in the valuation of railroad property. It 
is a ‘scare’ argument which contains no ‘scare.’” 

Counsel say in the brief that the Commission admits that 
the rail lines have not earned the rate of return contemplated 
under the transportation act but even in the face of that, the 
carriers have reduced thousands of rates. The carriers point 
“to the fact that because all railroads may not be worth their 
full reproduction cost and because competitive competition will 
keep rates down, and because the Commission is not required 
to make rates which are unreasonable, there is no probability 
that rates unreasonably high will result and, in fact, rates un- 
reasonably high in the very nature of the case can not result.” 
Continuing, the brief says: 


The present rate-making rule is believed to be a salutary rule. 
It has lead to no unfavorable economic consequences in the past. 
Despite its observations as to what might have been or might be, 
the Commission is obviously of the view that it will lead to no 
unfavorable economic conditions in the future. If contrary to such 
expectation, the restraint of self-interest and of the power reserved 
to the Commission in the maintenance of individual reasonable rates 
should turn out to be inadequate to protect the commerce of the 
country against exorbitant charges under the rate-making rule pre- 
scribed by section 15a as it now reads, Congress has full power either 
to 5 gy or modify it. 

The suggestion of possible but highly improbable unfavorable 
economic consequences through adherence to the present value rule 
under the existing rate-making provisions of the act, is no justifica- 
tion either for a departure therefrom or for a failure to determine 
the value of this property by a consideration of all relevant facts 
and circumstances. 
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It is contended that the Commission should have g 
mined the value of the O’Fallon railroad in accordance 
established law but says that instead it guessed at the Origing 
cost which was actually unknown. 

Pointing out that four commissioners dissented from 
majority report, “upon the grounds that it was the duty of 
Commission to obey the law and not to make it, and that ¢ 
had substituted its own conception of what the law ought to, 
for what it is,” the brief continues: 








That it did so and that its report is a direct and eliberat, 
challenge of the prior decisions of this court, appears plainly on 
face of the report. This court has repeatedly held that present yaly, 
is not synonymous with original costs, nor is it a matter of math. 
matical formula but must be determined by a consideration of 4 
relevant facts and circumstances. 

Instead of undertaking to determine the present value of the 
carriers’ property in accordance with these decisions, the Commis. 
sion’s findings of value are based on a mathematical formula, jj, 
primary purpose of which was to determine the amount of invest. 
ment in the carriers’ property. 

Under the prior decisions of this court, cost of reproduction at 
current prices is a relevant fact to be considered. This court hag 
never held that value and cost of reproduction, less depreciation 
if any, are synonymous. Appellants do not so contend. So to hojj 
would be to substitute another mathematical formula for tha 
employed by the Commission. It is, however, a relevant fact ty 
which due consideration must be given. * 

The value of a public utility property, whether ft be a railroag 
or a water plant, may be more or less than the sum of the cog 
of reproduction, less depreciation, if any, of its several units. Prop. 
erty is not all of the same quality. Consequently, the relevant facts 
and circumstances vary as to different properties, and no formu 
can be employed. 


The railroads in this case “are merely insisting on the 
same constitutional protection given other utilities,” according 
to the brief, which points out that “on proper analysis it ap 
pears that the only difference between the original cost as of 
1910, and the reproduction cost as of 1920-3 for the O’Fallop 
railroad is that the former is expressed in past prices measured 
in an obsolete dollar, whereas the latter is measured in the 
dollar of today. Continuing, the brief says: 


There is a wide dollar difference but no actual difference between 
an appraisal of the same property made in 1914, in 1914 dollars, and 
one made in 1926, in 1926 dollars, Similarly, what the government now 
proposes to do in this case is to deprive the carrier of certain income 
which has only the appearance of being high. Prices having greatly 
increased as a result of the war, the O’Fallon should now earn a 
proportionately higher return in order for its income to procure the 
same quantity of capital goods. But the Commission now insists 
that the income be measured in terms of pre-war dollars without 
equating them in recognition of their decreased purchasing» power, 
This results in a deprivation of real income through accepting the 
illusion that the dollar is a fixed standard. 

The public utilities of the country other than railroads, as a 
result of the decisions of this court, have not been excluded from the 
operation of this economic law which has affected all of the mon- 
etary transactions of the country. The railroads should not be 
excluded, and cannot be, without actual deprivation of property. 


The brief was prepared and filed in behalf of the St. Louis 
& O’Fallon Railway Company and Manufacturers’ Railway Com- 
pany by the following attorneys: Frederick H. Wood, of New 
York; Robert H. Kelley, Houston, Texas; Leslie Craven, of 
Chicago, and Daniel N. Kirby, of St. Louis. 


TO ENJOIN GUYANDOT CONSTRUCTION 


The Chesapeake & Ohio has brought suit in the federal 
court for the southern district of West Virginia against the 
government, the Guyandot & Tug River and the Norfolk & 
Western to enjoin that part of the Commission’s order in finance 
No. 6067 and cases joined therewith authorizing the Guyandot 
to construct and operate a railroad from Warncliffe to. Gilbert, 
W. Va., and to enjoin the defendant carriers from building the 
line. It is contended that the record contained no evidence that 
the future public convenience and necessity required the con- 
struction of the line and that the order was made without au- 
thority either in law or in fact. 


RATE ON SILICA SAND 


An order of the Illinois commission reducing the rate on 
silica sand from the Utica-Ottawa, IIll., district to Chicago 
Heights, Ill., from $1.13 to $1.01 a net ton was set aside as 
“without any substantial foundation in the evidence, and... 
clearly against the manifest weight of the evidence,” by a de- 
cision of Judge Fitch, Superior Court of Cook county, Illinois, 
December 11, in C. R. I. & P. and others against the Illinois 
Commerce Commision, No. 472665. The complainant, in the 
case presented to the state commission, was the American 
Manganese Steel Company. 

The rate prescribed by the Illinois commission was in line 
with the basis generally applicable to common sand. According 
to the decision of the court, the tetsimony presented to the 
commission showed that the complainant purchased the sand at 
origin for from 55 to 65 cents a ton, but there was no testimony 
with respect to the value of common sand in the same period. 
The court said: 


If it be considered, without proof, that the prices stated fairly 
state the cost of common sand at the pits in Ottawa and Utica, does 
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low that the rate established and in force since January, 1923, 
it fo is, $1.13 per net ton, is for that reason alone, namely, value, 
thet esarily unreasonable and discriminatory. 


The court held that the burden of proof was on the com- 
nt, and that, as the evidence showed that the sand in 
yestion, according to complainant’s testimony, was used for 
olding purposes, which ordinarily had a higher value than 
common sand, proof of unreasonableness had not been estab- 


Serbs distinction between common sand and silica sand as a 
pasis for rate classification is ignored in the order of the Illinois 
commission, although, as shown by its own order, it is recognized 
py the Interstate Commerce Commission by citing the case of 
Silica Sand Producers’ Traffic Association of Illinois vs. Director- 
general, 58 I. C. C. 551, where the exceptional character of the 
sand found in the district in question is recited and its char- 
acteristics fully explained,” said the decision. If there had been 
any change in the character and uses of that sand, the court 
held, the responsibility for establishing that was on the com- 
plainant in the case taken to the Illinois commission, and it 
had not been done. 

The carriers were represented in the case by L. P. Day, 
New York Central; A. J. Rodosta, E. J. & E., and Daniel Taylor, 
Rock Island. C. B. Cardy represented the shipper. 


SUPREME COURT ACTION 


In four cases from Virginia, involving the question of 
whether the American Railway Express Company could be held 
liable for judgments against predecessor companies in loss and 
damage cases, the Supreme Court of the United States, Decem- 
per 10, dismised writs of error for want of a substantial federal 
question, thus leaving undisturbed the finding of the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia that the American was liable. 

The cases before the court were No. 83, American Railway 
Express Co. vs. Fleischman, Morris & Co., Inc.; No. 84, Same 
vs. Richmond Hardware Co.; No. 85, Same vs. G. T. Elliott, 
Inc., and No. 86, Same vs. L. L. Newcomb. 

The cases were common law actions brought against the 
American Railway Express Company on judgments recovered, 
two of them against the Southern Express Company and the 
other two against the Adams Express Company. They were 
tried in the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Va., judg- 
ments were rendered against the American and these were sus- 
tained by the highest courts of Virginia. 

The American Railway Express Company contended that 
it, had paid the old companies full and adequate value for every 
dollar of property purchased from the Southern and Adams and 
that to require it, in addition thereto, to pay the claims and 
debts of the old companies would be to take its property with- 
out justification or reason and hence, without due process of law. 

In No. 41, Northern Coal & Dock Co. et al. vs. Emma Strand 
et al., a personal injury case, the Supreme Court reversed the 
Supreme Court of Wisconsin. 

In No. 73, Unadilla Valley Railway Co. vs. Ernest Caldine, 
administrator, a personal injury case, the Supreme Court re- 
versed the Court of Appeals of New York. 

In No. 98, Seaboard Air Line vs. J. E. Johnson, from the 
Supreme Court of Alabama, and No. 95, New York, Chicago & 
St. Louis vs. E. M. Granfell, from the Ohio Court of Appeals, 
eighth judicial district, personal injury cases, the Supreme 






Court held that the writs of certiorari had been improvidently . 


granted and dismissed them. 


EXCESS INCOME PAYMENTS 


Payments made by carriers of one-half of their excess net 
railway operating income, as preliminarily computed, under 
paragraph (6) of section 15-a of the interstate commerce act, 
in the year ended October 31, 1928, according to an appendix 
in the annual report of the Commission, were as follows: 

Durham & Southern Railway Co., $22,734.93, applicable to 
1927; Genessee & Wyoming Railroad Co., $20,179.71, applicable 
to 1927; Illinois Terminal Railroad Co., $800,000, applicable 
period or periods not designated; Indiana Northern Railway 
Co. $117.08, applicable to 1925; Longview, Portland & Northern 
Railway Co., $5,310.48, applicable to 1926; San Joaquin & East- 
ern Railroad Co., $12,539.03, applicable to 1927; San Luis Cen- 
tral Railroad Co., $246.12, applicable to 1927; Warrenton Rail- 
road Co., $4,964.49, applicable to 1927; and Washington Run 
Railroad Co., $185.65, applicable to 1927; total, $866,277.44. 


CONSTRUCTION AND ABANDONMENT 


In the year ended October 31, 1928, the Commission author- 
ized the construction of 717 miles of new railroad lines, as 
against authorization in the same period of abandonment of 587 
miles, according to an appendix in the annual report of the 
Commission. In other words, the new construction authorized 
exceeded abandonment by 130 miles. The mileage involved in 
cases in which certificates were issued authorizing acquisition 
and/or: operation was 14,764. In cases involving authorization 
rr = of one carrier by another carrier the mileage was 
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OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo markets in the last week have undergone little 
change from previous conditions. Fluctuations in rates have 
been unusually narrow, due to the absence of demands from 
shippers and the refusal of shipowners to make concessions 
from current figures. Owners generally have found fair em- 
ployment for their vessels in other trade routes and have not 
been forced to seek business in this country. The future course 
of the charter market is uncertain at the moment, but no de- 
crease in rates is anticipated and an increase might easily take 
place upon a revival in demand for space. 

The heavy grain trade continues inactive. Vessels have 
been fixed for December-January loading at Atlantic ports on 
the basis of fifteen cents per hundred pounds to Antwerp or 
Rotterdam. Demand from the Gulf has practically disappeared. 
The most recent fixtures were on the basis of eighteen cents 
per hundred pounds to Antwerp or Rotterdam. 

Inquiries in the coal trade to South America are few and 
it does not seem that charterers are willing to pay more than 
the rates quoted by the Shipping Board from Hampton Roads, 
which are $3.50 per ton to Rio, $3.75 to Santos, $3.65 to the 
Lower Plate, and $3.85 to Rosario. 

Application of the $9 minimum as the trans-Pacific carrier’s 
share of the through rate on shipments from Atlantic ports to 
the Orient via Pacific ports has been discontinued by the Pacific 
Westbound Conference. Individual lines in the Pacific trade are 
now free to make their own arrangements with intercoastal 
carriers. The minimum has been the cause of repeated clashes 
among the intercoastal lines. Only three months ago the’ Dollar 
Line quit the group because of a clash with American-Hawalian 
in regard to division of charges on Atlantic-Far East shipments 
via Pacific ports, but this difficulty was smoothed out later and 
the agreement was followed by the Oceanic & Oriental Line 
joining the Pacific Westbound Conference. 

Announcement is made by the Ward Line that, effective 
December 10, shippers using through bills of lading from New 
York to interior points in Mexico via Vera Cruz or Tampico will 
have the option of either prepaying the ocean freight or allowing 
ocean freight charges to go forward for collection at interior 
railway destination. 

Additional tonnage is to be made available by the Shipping 
Board for movement of grain from Galveston to Continental 
ports in December, according to advices received at that port 
from Washington. Loadings of grain at Galveston in November 
aggregated 1,500,000 bushels, of which amount about 500,000 
bushels consisted of corn. The first corn loadings of the season 
were made in the past two weeks, and now, with receipts grow- 
ing steadily, December is expected to show a movement several 
times greater than November. Kaffir, barley, milo, wheat and 
corn were the grains loaded out last month. 

The Peruvian coastwise law which was to have reserved 
participation in coastwise trade to vessels of Peruvian registry 
after November 14, has been suspended until further notice, 
Commercial Attache Townsend at Lima has advised the advised 
the Department of Commerce. 


JUTE RATE CONTROVERSY 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The Shipping Board, in the jute rate controversy, has re- 
fused the plea of southern and southeastern interests for action 
that would result in establishment of parity of rates on jute to 
New York and New Orleans from “Calcutta. 

The vote was understood to have been 5 to 2. As the result 
of its, action the Isthmian Line may fix the rate on jute from 
Calcutta to Gulf ports 3 cents a hundred pounds higher than the 
rate to north Atlantic ports. The majority of the board was 
understood to have taken the position that, in view of the greater 
distance'to Gulf ports than to New York and Boston, that a dif- 
ferential against the southern ports would be justified. Under 
the board’s action, the Isthmian Line may establish “the usual 
differential rates over the rate to Boston and New York that 
have hitherto existed on the direct service from Calcutta to 
the Gulf of Mexico.” 

The decision was not announced by the board. Commis- 
sioner Plummer, vice-chairman of the board, made a statement 
in regard to the matter. It was understood that those who con- 
trol the making of announcements on behalf of the board did 
not wish a statement to be issued. 

In a letter to Chairman O’Connor, Senator Wagner, of New 
York, urged that the plea of the southern interests for parity 
be denied. 

It was pointed out that, under the board’s action, the 
Isthmian Line might or might not charge rates to New Orleans 
higher than those charged to New York. Southern interests 
also contended that receivers of jute at New Orleans had been 
paying for years the same rates as had been charged to north 
Atlantic ports and said they did not know what was meant by 
“usual differential rates.” The opinion was expressed that, if 
the Isthmian Line charged higher rates to New Orleans than 
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Its wned Ten Million Dollar Ocean Terminals 







HIPPER: 


Do You Know— 


—The State of Alabama has just com- 
pleted at Mobile the most modern and 
economically operated docks in the world. 


—They occupy 560 acres of land. 
—They have 23 acres of covered floor space. 


—21 Steamers can be accommodated at 
one time. 


—42 Ship lines make regular sailings from 
this Port to the Continent, South Amer- 
ica, Africa, Porto Rica, Cuba, Central 
America, West Indies and Atlantic and 
Pacific Coasts. 


—Cheapest insurance rates of any Port on 
the Gulf due to steel and concrete con- 
struction and sprinklered shipside ware- 
houses. 


—Has 37 miles of track including 9 miles 
of classification yards. 


—Has Electric Derrick with 75 ton capac- 
ity for the handling of heavy bulky car- 
goes. 


—Has a tipple equipped to handle bulk 
cargo of any kind either into or out of 
ship at the rate of 600 tons per hour. 
Storage space is provided for 35,000 
tons of ores or coal. 
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were in effect to New York, competition would correct the 
situation. 

Warning that Mississippi Valley and southern interests 
might not expect members of Congress from north Atlantic sea- 
board states to continue to vote for expenditure of money for 
the government barge line and Shipping Board services to and 
from Gulf ports, if the services thus maintained were to be used 
as a “sword” against the north Atlantic section of the country, 
was voiced by Senator Copeland, of New York, in his remarks 
before the Shipping Board at the hearing in the jute rate con- 
troversy. (See Traffic World, December 8.) 

The senator said that when the Denison barge line expan- 
sion act was before the Senate at the last session of Congress 
and there existed a legislative situation in which one senator 
could have blocked passagé of the bill, he had, after pointing out 
the adverse effect of barge line competition on sugar refiners of 
the northeast, withheld objection to the bill and it was passed, 
He asserted that the position taken by the members of Congress 
from the south and the Mississippi Valley before the board in 
the jute controversy would make it difficult for the members 
of Congress from the northeast to vote for the projects indi- 
cated. He deprecated the fact that members of Congress had 
combined along sectional lines but said that, since they had, in 
this matter, he wished to say a word for New York. 

J. P. Magill, of the Maritime Association of New York; F. S. 
Davis, of the Maritime Association of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, and Marcel Garsaud, of the port of New Orleans, par- 
ticipated in the discussion. 

When southern senators inquired if it was not a fact that 
the Fleet Corporation had recommended that parity of rates on 
jute be established to New York and New Orleans, Chairman 
O’Connor said the question at issue was one to be settled by the 
Shipping Board. 

The Middle West Foreign Trade Committee, in a communi- 
= to Chairman O’Connor, submitted by Hardin B. Arledge, 
said: 


The Middle West Foreign Trade Committee urges that the board 
do not recede in the slightest degree from the position it recently took 
in the agreement proposing a settlement of the difference that have 
existed for some time in the Calcutta jute trade, namely: That the 
rates on all direct shipments from Calcutta to the Gulf ports shall 
be the same as those maintained to the north Atlantic ports. 

We believe that there is no justification for any differential against 
the Gulf ports in this trade, that such differential would be most 
harmful to the interests of the interior communities and that if the 
board recedes from the position it took in this agreement, it would 
be a discrimination against the Gulf ports and would be contrary 
to the decision of the board in the ocean differential case clearly es- 
tablishing the right of all ports to compete on equal terms. 

We further urge that the board take such steps as may be neces- 
sary to maintain the position it has properly taken in the Calcutta 
agreement referred to and on the question of ocean differentials, so 
that there may be no discrimination in any way against any section 
of our country. 


BOARD SELLS VESSELS 


Sale of the vessels Chickamauga and the Wekika to C. D. 
Mallory, of New York, for the lump sum of $60,000 cash has been 
approved by the Shipping Board. The purchaser agrees to make 
improvements, including installation of a new 2,000 i. h. p re- 
ciprocating engine in the Chickamauga, at a total cost of not 
less than $120,000. The vessels are of 5,591 and 5,621 deadweight 
tons, respectively. The Chickamauga is laid up at Norfolk and 
the Wekika is at New York. When made ready for sea they will 
be used in tramp ocean service. 

Sale df the vessels West Ira and West Ivis to the Pacific 
Argentine Brazil Line, headquarters at San Francisco, has been 
approved by the Shipping Board, for $50,364.25 and $50,404.50, 
respectively, under the same terms and conditions as those 
governing the sale of the line to its present owners. The pur- 
chaser agrees to increase the service of its line from ten to 
fourteen guaranted round voyages a year and also to increase 
by one year the period of guaranteed operation. 

The vessels are oil-burning steel cargo ships of 8,759 dead- 
weight tons each. The purchaser will take delivery at New 
Orleans upon completion of repairs. 


SHIP BIDS OPENED 


Bids for the purchase of 45 surplus vessels from the Ship- 
ping Board reserve fleets were opened by the board December 
11. The opening revealed varying offers ranging from proposals 
to buy three of the vessels for operation as steamers to buying 
all of them for scrapping. The invitation for bids permitted the 
receipt of offers.for scrapping abroad, as well as in American 
yards, although in the event it was proposed to recondition the 
vessels for operation as steamers it was prescribed that work 
pig be done in American shipyards. The bids received were 
as follows: 





Union Shipbuilding Company, Baltimore, Md.: An offer to pur- 
chase all 45 of the ships for the sum of $423,600, with agreement to 
scrap them within 18 months of award of contract. Good faith de- 
posit of $46,000 accompanied the bid. 

Boston Iron & Metal Company, Baltimore, Md.: An offer to buy 
all or none of the vessels for the sum of $686,250 with the stipulation 
that the purchaser he ae pein 4 to recondition the vessels for opera- 
a sere. Certified check in the amount of $70,000 accompanied 

is offer. 
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Thomas Ward, Ltd., Sheffield, England: An offer to buy all 45 
of the vessels for the sum of £155,000 (approximately $750,000) for 
scrapping purposes with the understanding that the vessels be de. 
livered to the purchaser in England. 

Richard Nathan, Frankfort-on-the-Main, Germany, represented 
by J. Adler, Jr., of New York: An offer of $405,550 for the 45 vessels 
for scrapping, individual prices for the ships ranging from $6,500 to 
$11,150 per ship. The vessels would be delivered at their persent |. 
cations. Good faith deposit of $42,000 accompanied the offer. 

Schweitzer & Oppler, Berlin, Germany, bigs submitted by Otto 
Dresdner, New York: An offer to buy from 1 to 15 of the vessels for 
scrapping at prices ranging from $7,580 to $11,310 with the stipula- 
tion that on delivery of the vessels at their present locations, the 
purchaser would be entitled to carry one cargo to Europe either under 
ao om steam or in tow. Good faith deposit of $15,000 accompanied 
the offer. 

Gulf Pacifit Line, San Francisco: An offer to buy three vessels 
for operation on the regular Gulf Pacific service, of the line for the 
— — of $56,000. Good faith deposit of 10 per cent accompanied 
the offer. 

N. Block & Co., Norfolk, Va.: An offer to buy 5 of the vessels 
located in Norfolk for the sum of $5,391 each, the vessels to be 
scrapped. Good faith deposit of 10 per cent accompanied the offer, 

ohn L. Sullivan, New York: An offer to buy the Noddle Island, 
laid up at Orange Tex., for the sum of $9,600. The offer provides 
that one load of scrap steel be taken to Italy, prior to scrapping the 
vessel. Good faith deposit of 10 per cent accompanied the offer. 


PRIVATE SHIPBUILDING URGED 


A resolution urging on Congress that the placement of con- 
tracts for building 17 cruisers provided in the pending naval 
construction bill be left to the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Navy has been adopted by the Shipping Board. The board 
is of the opinion that the secretary should be free to award these 
contracts to private shipyards, should construction bids be sat- 
isfactory, to the end that the shipbuilding industry of the 
United States may be better able to build merchant vessels at 
prices comparable to those prevailing in foreign shipyards. 

Chairman O’Connor, of the board, in commenting on the 
situation, called attention to the so-called Dallinger amendment 
to the bill providing for the building of every other vessel by 
a navy yard. Said he: 


Under existing law the Secretary of the Navy has the power to 
place naval construction in private shipyards or in navy yards. The 
bill pending in the Senate carries an amendment which limits the 
powers of the Secretary of the Navy and requires that of fhe 17 
cruisers allowed in the bill the first cruiser and alterpate cruisers 
thereafter shall be built in navy yards. This provision being man- 
datory, deprives the Secretary of the Navy of the right to give the 
private shipyards construction contracts in the portion of this work 
to which they might be entitled. : 

The Shipping Board, under the provisions of the newly enacted 
Jones-White law, is empowered to make large loans to private builders 
of American merchant ships. 

The construction cost of these ships is naturally a most important 
element in the development of a modern American merchant fleet 
able to compete with foreign ships in the carrying of American im- 
ports and exports. On account of the higher standards of living and 
higher wages prevailing in America the construction of a ship in an 
American yard is much more expensive than in a foreign yard. To 
reduce this excess in cost of American ship construction is the duty 
of all government agencies. We must face the facts as they are. 
We must furnish immediate remedies or prepare ourselves for ulti- 
— defeat in our task of developing a modern American merchant 
marine. _ 

In my judgment there can be no such thing as a permanent 
American merchant marine unless we have in this country modern 
shipyards with active engineering and building organizations. Some 
of our shipyards are as good as any in the world, but on account of 
lack of business our organizations are in a state of decline. If the 
are be awarded construction in substantial amounts the result 
will be that the owners of these yards, on account of a wider dis- 
tribution of overhead expense, can reduce greatly their figures for 
construction of merchant ships and thus afford us an opportunity 
to rapidly develop merchant ship construction. 

The fact is that the sea power of any nation consists of the 
armed ship and the unarmed ship. The adequate existence of the 
one is impossible without the equally adequate existence of the 
other, and this principle should be. borne in mind in the construction 
as well as in the operation of both classes of ships. As a friend of 
the American merchant marine, and as an official charged with the 
maintenance of a merchant marine, I earnestly hope that no pending 


“legislation will deprive American shipyards of business to which they 


are entitled. 


ISTHMIAN S. S. LINE CASE 


A practical!y pro forma hearing was held by Examiner Bur- 
ton Fuller, on December 10, in No. 11214, application of the 
United States Steel Products Co. et al., under the provisions 
of Section 5 of the Interstate Commerce Act in connection with 
the ownership and operation of steamer lines through the 
Panama canal. There was no opposition. 

The steel products company asked to have the Isthmian 
Steamship Line, a corporation, substituted for itself in the 
authorization granted to operate steamers through the canal 
notwithstanding the fact that the United States Seel Corpora- 
tion, the owner of the products company stock, is also the 
owner of the stock of the Elgin, Joliet & Eastern railroad. In 
substance, John McAuliffe, speaking for the agents of the line, 
President Scott of the products company, and John A. Coakley, 
traffic manager of the United States Steel Corporation, said the 
substitution of a corporation owning and operating the steamers 
for the steel products company would tend to remove confusion 
arising from the fact that the trade name, Isthmian Steamship 
Line, of the steamer line, was not the title of a corporation. that 
could be held responsible for the acts of the products company’s 
marine agency. , 
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PORT DEFENSE COMMITTEE 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Appointment of a committee on port protection from four- 
teen commercial and other organizations in the port district is 
announced by John F. Galvin, ‘chairman of the Port of New 
york Authority, under authorization of a resolution adopted at 
a port defense convention last week. It is understood that this 
committee, drawn from both sides of the Hudson, will be called 
into session to develop a plan of organization and action to 
unite all the interests of the two states against the increasing 
attacks of rival ports. 

“Unless these attacks are thwarted successfully,” Mr. Galvin 
said, “New York will have the highest level of export and import 
rates on the Atlantic seaboard, which would mean diversion 
of traffic to other ports. Philadelphia and Baltimore are en- 
gaged in direct attacks; Boston indirectly. All the sottthern 
ports from Wilmington to New Orleans are embarked on the 
same enterprise.” 

Members of the protection committee, headed by E. H. Out- 
erbridge, of New York, are: Willard I. Hamilton, president 
of the New Jersey State Chamber of Commerce; Cyrus H. 
Loutrel, of the Employers’ Association of North Jersey; Jacob 
W. Binder, executive secretary of the Bergen County Chamber 
of Commerce; DeWitt VanBuskirk, of the Bayonne Chamber 
of Commerce; Charles D. Doctor, of the Elizabeth Chamber of 
Commerce; Edwin C. Lord, secretary of the Jersey City Cham- 
ber of Commerce; C. J. Fagg, commerce an@ trade manager of 
the Newark Chamber of Commerce; Edward S. Walsh, of the 
Canal Carriers’ Association; J. P. Magill, of the Maritime Asso- 
ciation of the Port of New York; Ralph S. Stubbs, of the Mer- 
chants’ Association; W. J. L. Banham, president of the New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation; Lewis H. Pounds, of 
the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, and George W..: Cassidy, 
of the Queens Chamber of Commerce. , 


BALTIMORE DIFFERENTIAL CASE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission heard argument December 12 and 13 in 
No. 18715, Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. Ann Arbor et 
al., in which Attorney-Examiner R. N. Trezise recommended 
an increase in differentials on export and import traffic, Balti- 
more under New York, Philadelphia over Baltimore and under 
New York, and Boston under New York, as specifically set 
forth in his second supplemental report in the case. (See 
Traffic World, October 13, p. 819.) 

Time for argument was assigned to J. W. Carmalt and 
R. E. L. Marshall, for the complainant; John Philip Hill, of 
Baltimore, R. G. Curry, for Philadelphia interests; W. A. Glas- 
gow, Jr., for Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia; B. W. War- 
ren, for Boston;, Wilbur LaRoe, Jr., for New York; John F. 
Finerty, for the National Sugar Refining Company; R. V. Craig, 
of Buffalo; J. S. Brown, for Chicago and Milwaukee, and Clyde 
Brown, for the New York Central. 

In this proceeding Baltimore is seeking rates on export 
and import traffic, except on export ex-lake grain and other 
ex-lake commodities, between differential territory and Balti- 
more, on a basis of not less than 6 cents less than the contem- 
poraneous rates to and from New York, and rates on export 
ex-lake grain and other ex-lake commodities originating in dif- 
ferential territory to Baltimore on the basis of 3 cents less than 
the rates to New York. The attorney-examiner recommended 
that the Commission grant, in part, the relief sought. 

Representatives of Philadelphia urged that the Commis- 
sion adopt the proposed report, that port’s position being that 
the recommendations gave recognition in part to its “advan- 
tageous geographic location and its low-cost terminal services,” 
and would, if approved, remove some of the disadvantage to 
Philadelphia in respect to its relation to New York. 

Boston took the position that adoption of the report would 
be a calamity so far as it was concerned. It contended that it 
had suffered to a greater extent than had Baltimore or Phila- 
delphia. While it said that there was considerable merit in 
the view of the examiner as to the propriety of segregating 
terminal or accessorial costs from line-haul rates, the record 
was not sufficient for the Commission to pass on that issue, 
and the recommendation was made that the case be reopened, 
and that the four north Atlantic ports and all the carriers serv- 
ing the ports be made parties to the proceeding. It was as- 
serted that if the report were adopted, the disadvantage of 
Boston as compared with the ports south of New York would 
be doubled. 

Speaking in opposition to the proposed report, Mr. LaRoe 
criticized the findings from a legal standpoint, contending that 
they were in conflict with law and decisions. He said that if 
the Commission adopted the report, it would have to hold that 
terminal costs were controlling in the making of rates. He 
discussed the movement of traffic via north Atlantic ports in 
connection with argument to the effect that Baltimore was not 
suffering as alleged. 
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Chicago grain interests, the New York Central and the 
complaining city were heard in the closing hours of arguments 
in No. 18715, Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. Ann Arbor 
et al. 

J. S. Brown, for the Chicago Board of Trade, said that 
adoption of the unique idea of basing line-haul rates 6n ter- 
minal costs would lead the Commission and all concerned into 
the worst imaginable morass of difficulties, with rates, domestic 
and export and import, different over each route because the 
terminal costs of no two routes could be the same. Baltimore, 
on grain from Chicago, he said, would have its business con- 
fined to one route. 

Clyde Brown, for the New York Central, said that New 
York had had an advantage over all ports right from the start 
on account of its having the only water level route between 
the ocean and the interior. Mr. Carmalt having referred to 
George Washington’s futile hunt for a water level or canal 
route across the mountains, Mr. Brown said he wanted to sup- 
plement that history by reporting a conversation between 
Washington and Governor Clinton about the former’s fruitless 
tramping over possible routes. Clinton told him about the water 
jlevel route New York had found. 

“I can’t tell a lie,” said Washington to Clinton. “You’ve got 
the bulge on us that no differential can ever overcome.” 

R. E. Lee Marshall, for Baltimore, said that in 1877, when 
a settlement of the question of rates to the ports was settled by 
contract to which the railroads were parties, the New York 
lines coerced the Baltimore lines into including 8.5 cents in the 
line-haul rates to Baltimore, although that sum, equal to the 
cost of the water service performed by the New York lines at 
New ‘York in making deliveries, was not incurred at Baltimore. 
Ever since then, he argued, Baltimore had been at a disadvantage 
on account of a charge for a fictitious service. The examiner, 
he said, proposed eliminating it in part by increasing the differ- 
entials, Baltimore under New York. 


INTERVENE IN SHIPPING CASE 
The State Docks Commission and Terminal Railway Ala- 
bama State Docks, of Mobile, All., have been permitted by the 
Shipping Board to intervene in No. 51, Foreign Trade Bureau, 
New Orleans Association of Commerce, vs. Bank Line, Strachan 
Shipping Co. et al. 


SHIPPING BOARD HEARING 
The bureau of regulation of the Shipping Board will hold 
a hearing in No. 51, Foreign Trade Bureau, New Orleans Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, vs. Bank Line, Strachan Shipping Co. et 
al., at New Orleans, La., Wednesday, January 9, 1929. 





SHIP OPERATING AGREEMENTS 


General A. C. Dalton, vice-president and general manager 
of the Fleet Corporation, in a statement, has come to the de- 
fense of the lump-sum and profit-sharing ship operating 
agreements recently approved by the Shipping Board. Approval 
of the agreements, which were drawn up by General Dalton 
and Vice-President J. Caldwell Jenkins, was recommended by 
the Fleet Corporation. According to General Dalton, the new 
agreements, when made effective, should result in economies 
and in increased efficiency on the part of the ship operators. 


——. 


RAILROADS AND BARGE LINE 


At the conclusion of a conference December 11 of officials 
representing all the railroads and officials of the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation with respect to reaching agreement as to 
through routes, joint rates, and divisions, a joint statement was 
issued in which it was said that both sides expected that an 
ultimate conclusion would be reached by agreement that would 
be beneficial to the public and all interests involved. Adjourn- 
ment was taken until December 20 to allow time for examination 
of proposals made at the conference. 

The statement issued at the close of the conference follows: 


There was a large attendance in Washington today of traffic 
officers representing the railroads of the entire country for the 
purpose of conference with the officials of the Inland Waterways 
Corporation in respect to putting into ¢ffect by agreement through 
routes, joint rates and divisions “with the barge line. 

An extended conference was held by the railroad and barge 
officials lasting most of the day. At this conference there was full 
and free interchange of views. After discussion, the conference ad- 
journed until the 20th instant to enable the participants an oppor- 
tunity to analyze and consider the several proposals so as to be able 
at the adjourned meeting to express their conclusions. 

It is understood that the railroads initiated the proposal for the 
conference and expressed a desire to reach a fair conclusion by 
agreement and without litigation in which the officials of the water- 
ways corporation heartily concurred. As a result of the conference 
today, both sides expect that an ultimate conclusion will be reached 
by — that will be beneficial to the public and all interests 
nvolved. 


The conference was held at the offices of the Association 
of Railway Executives in the Transportation building. Alfred 
P. Thom, general counsel of the association, and Major General 
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T. Q. Ashburn, chairman and executive of the Inland Waterways 
Corporation, participated. 

Central Freight Association lines, in exceptions to the pro- 
posed report of Attorney-Examiner Hosmer, in No. 11893, United 
States War Department, Inland Waterways Corporation, etc., vs. 
Abilene: & Southern et al., the case in which is involved the 
question of divisions on traffic interchanged at East St. Louis or 
Cairo, Ill, *assert “there can be no justification for substituting 
water service for rail service except on the theory that. the 
water service is less costly and therefore can be performed at 
less exepnse. (See Traffic World, December 8.) 

The proposed report, the brief declares, disregards the basic 
principle enunciated by the Commission that should govern in 
the making and dividing of rail-barge-and rail rates. That basic 
principle is, “that the rail lines should receive the same revenue 
(as divisions) as they would receive if the traffic moved all-rail 
by the same gateway.” 

When the barge line competes with rail lines for port-to- 
port traffic, according to the brief, it assumes the full burden of 
the differential and in competing for rail-barge or rail-barge-and- 
rail traffic it should not do less than it does on port-to-port traffic 
nor should the rail carrier which participates in such traffic be 
required to shrink its earnings in order to enable or assist the 
barge lines to take the traffic from other rail carriers. 

“It certainly is not in the interest of the public or the car- 
riers,” says the brief, “either rail or water, to have water trans- 
portation substituted for rail transportation to the extent of 
producing wasteful transportation and a reasonable test as to 
whether such is the result of the establishment of rail-barge or 
rail-barge-and-rail rates, is whether the barge line can success- 
fully operate on a division of such rates, determined by the pro- 
portion which would accrue to the rai! line (out of the all rail 
rates) with which it proposes to compete less the differential 
which is determined, after joint conference of the rail and barge 
lines to be proper, subject, of course, to the maximum-minimum 
differential prescribed by the Commission.” 


,RIVERS AND HARBORS CONGRESS 

Approval of the Denison barge line expansion act, with its 
provisions requiring establishment of through barge-and-rail 
routes and joint rates applicable thereto and of the Jones-White 
merchant marine act of 1928 was voiced by the delegates to the 
National Rivers and Harbors Congress in their declarations 
adopted at the close of the annual meeting. 

“While reaffirming adherence to the principle of private 
ownership and operation of transportation facilities, we assert, 
both in the case of the operations of the United States Inland 
Waterways Corporation and the United States Shipping Board, 
that there should be no withdrawal of necessary governmental 
aid and supervision until existing obstacles and handicaps to 
private ownership and operation have been fully and finally re- 
moved,” said the congress. 

A declaration was made in favor of co-ordination of all 
transportation facilities. The usual declarations in favor of im- 
provement of rivers and harbors and of adequate appropriations 
by Congress therefor were made. 

President Coolidge, President-elect Hoover and Secretary of 
War Davis were commended for the support given by them to 
waterway improvement programs, and the congress said it 
looked forward “with confidence and assurance to the speedy 
realization of our national waterway program under the farsee- 
ing and progressive leadership of the President-elect, Hon. Her- 
bert Hoover.” 





TOLL BRIDGES AND FERRIES 


Senator Oddie, of Nevada, has introduced a concurrent res- 
olution (S. Con. Res. 25) providing for the appointment of a 
select joint committee to investigate toll bridges on the public 
highways and ferries, consisting of three senators and three 
representatives. The resolution directs that the committee shall 
report to the Seventy-first Congress at its first session on the 
following subjects: 


Whether existing congressional legislation authorizing private 
companies or persons to build toll bridges upon the public highways 
of the United States adequately provides for the safety and perma- 
nence of such structures erected or to be erected and for their adequate 
inspection during construction. 

Whether, since all such bridges will ultimately become the prop- 
erty of the public, it is in the public interest that it have control over 
their initial construction and future maintenance. 

Whether, in view of the fact that under existing federal high- 
way legislation Congress has required the states to agree that the 
roads shall be free from tolls, which requirement the states have 
accepted, it be just and reasonable to grant franchises permitting a 
revival of a system of toll gates in the form of toll bridges. 

Whether, as currently reported, franchises granted by Congress 
for the building of private tol] bridges have been sold, offered for sale, 
or made the subject of trafficking. 

Whether there has been an excessive and extravagant capitaliza- 
tion of toll-bridge structures, which is reflected in the tolls paid by 
the public and in the value of the securities purchased by it. 

ether the public has demonstrated its willingness and ability 
to finance the construction of large bridges on as favorable or more 
favorable terms than private interests, and whether in such cases the 
use of such structures ultimately is made free to the public at an 
earlier period than when constructed by private capital, although a 
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toll charge for their immediate use may have been temporarily 
necessary. 

Said committee shall also make investigation with, respect to 
existing toll bridges on the public highways and ferries connecting 
therewith, such investigation to include the original investment there- 
in, present value, outstanding securities, rate of tolls, dividends, sa]. 
aries, traffic carried, and other related and pertinent matters; also the 
status of franchises granted, including the activities of agents in pro- 
curing such franchises, together with the disposition of such franchises 
by sale or otherwise. 


GERMAN RATE INCREASES 


The German Railroad Company, in an announcement dated 
December 10, from New York, says: 


To correct an apparent misunderstanding created by our circular 
of September 17, 1928 (Traffic World, September 22, page 664), we 
desire to repeat that there is no advance in the carload rates of 
freight, on such commodities for Which special import or export 
tariffs were in force prior to October 1, 1928. Less than carload ship- 
ments, irrespective of the character of the goods, pay the advanced 
freight rates as no special tariffs exist for L. C. L. Combined or 
consolidated carload shipments, when consisting of the commodities 
for which special import or export tariffs are provided, are also 


Decembe 


exempt from the advance in rates. 





R. R. REVENUES AND EXPENSES 


The Commission’s official statistics on operating revenues 
and expenses of Class I railroads, for October and the ten 
months ended with October, for the United States as a whole, 


follow: 


Average number of miles operated...... 
Revenues: 





1928 
240,657.91 


1927 
239,523.70 


EL ile b adi as onthe oie. ch teat ob tines $ 492,275,230 $ 452,893,374 
IR er eee *69,563,949 75,219,255 
SE LE Sl seh. c ude 6s 6 ssa0eh 8 eee's's edie ,529,000 7,974,072 
MINN) 6. sinlso a beience arin ohGesSo4%-< 14,049,200 14,174,757 
All other transportation......... oe eink 19,215,540 18,363,983 
NN, 505 hh dy 6 4.4156.0.46209.5,5.55%6 00.0 12,342,010 11,593,660 
rR Ferre 1,128,165 1,200,683 
ST Eee os oc ccics cebeasewacce 320,690 413,557 
Railway operating revenues...... 617,782,404 581,006,227 
Expenses: 
Maintenance of way and structures.. 78,319,006 76,315,374 
Maintenance of equipment........... 103,079,429 104,727,723 
pO Re errr Pe 10,373,350 9,948,510 
TEMMBBOTURLION . .v'cccccccecs 189,582,608 189,793,158 
Miscellaneous operations .. ,829,014 4,649,281 
EE? ee ee 16,270,867 16,242,390 
Transportation for investment—Cr... 1,294,587 1,835,041 
Railway operating expenses...... 401,159,687 399,841,395 
Net revenue from railway operations.... 216,622,717 181,164,832 
FRI WAY THE GOCTORIS. .. .coccnccccccccecce 39,082,169 36,398,735 
Uncollectible railway revenues........... 102,474 123,578 
Railway operating income........ 177,438,074 144,642,519 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance........... 8,894,756 8,476,499 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance.......... 2,227,858 2,125,807 
Net railway operating income... 166,315,460 134,040,213 
Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent) 64.94 68.82 
TEN MONTHS 
Average number of miles operated...... 240,306.09 239,282.81 


Revenues: 
CE be chee S Reb csadad eM Wade asis owls 


$3,907,309,679 


$3,929,781,530 


nants a calpain iguialoniaiobelces 758,959,132 §823,749,236 
DEE. PAGS Chin ke oda whi tce whee ne gee 46 82,833,354 78,132,225 
Rs Aten ics ce Unie Fed8besebne ses 115,723,897 116,813,733 
All other transportation.............. 174,128,990 174,438,538 
EE nn nk d2 b:06 Uarawce ab ¥ ons >.<0% 105,412,666 109,113,062 
SOINE TROUMIIF—CP ... occ cccccccscesrccce 11,123,356 ,608,5 

Joint facility—Dr.......ccccccccccccece 3,511,049 4,206,672 


Railway operating revenues...... 


Expenses: 


5,151,980,025 


5,239, 430,242 


Maintenance of way and structures.. 716,070,182 739,111,269 
Maintenance of equipment........... 980,619,954 1,029,808,563 
EE 5 Gh di ids c cveveshs cévied Sosieheo 104,337,007 100,479,141 
Transportation .......s.se0- Stic cause 1,745,857,871 1,811,547,216 
Miscellaneous operations ............ 47,089,762 47,241,097 
SRC SE RO He ere 161,124,251 160,644,733 
Transportation for investment—Cr... 12,848,092 13,871,893 


Railway operating expenses...... 


Net revenue from railway operations.... 


3,742,250,935 
1,409,729,090 


3,874,960,126 
1,364,470,116 


Railway tax accruals.........cecceceseres 324,653,799 323,876,754 
Uncollectible railway revenues........... 1,061,421 1,230,869 
Railway operating income........ 1,084,013,870 1,039,362,493 

ts—Dr. balance........... 77,376,640 74,573,743 

Mela? mallity reat—Dr. cies biates ees 20,492,394 20,771,647 
Net railway operating income... 986,144,836 944,017,103 

Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent) 72.64 73.96 





fIncludes 
Includes 
Includes 


*Includes Pe sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 


3,346,392 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 
33,734,854 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 
34,052,593 sleeping and parlor car surcharge. 





HOURS OF SERVICE REPORTS 

A statistical analysis of carriers’ monthly hours of service 
reports for the year ended June 30, 1928, has been compiled by 
the bureau of safety of the Commission. 
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BIG ROAD FIGURES 


Large Class I railroads in the ten months ended with 
October had net railway operating income of $844,239,771 as 
compared with $810,650,880 in the same period of 1927, and in 
October, $142,698,927 as compared with $116,053,392 in October, 
1927, according to the monthly statement prepared by the bureau 
of statistics of the Commission from reports of carriers having 
annual operating revenues above $25,000,000. The figures cover- 
ing operating revenues, operating expenses, net railway operating 











a income and operating ratio, by individual roads,’ follow: 
; October, 1928 and 1927 
pr Net Oper- 
e railway ating 
lof Operating Operating operating ratio 
rt revenues expenses income Jo 
p- Total—Roads Reported— 
d 1928 $531,262,406 $345,718,443 $142,698,927 65.1 
jor 1927 500,320,362 343,885,977 116,053,392 68.7 
a New England Region: 
ba Boston & Maine— 
1928 7,379,404 5,607,529 1,103,993 76.0 
1927 6,936,675 5,298,171 1,088,235 76.4 
New York, New Haven & Hartford— 
1928 12,807,825 7,793,305 3,805,199 60.8 
og 1927 12,146,071 8,205,862 2,772,960 67.6 
k Great Lakes Region: 
D Delaware & Hudson— 
e, 1928 4,092,933 2,828,152 963,769 69.1 
1927 3,771,104 2,814,753 873,645 74.6 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western— 
1928 7,803,739 5,004,736 2,167,144 64.1 
70 1927 7,742,165 5,060,400 2,032,601 65.4 
Erie (including Chicago & Erie)— 
74 1928 12,562,003 8,771,505 2,974,301 69.8 
55 1927 11,443,880 8,875,113 1,771,462 77.6 
72 Lehigh Valley— 
7 1928 7,399,025 4,767,840 2,033,129 64.4 
3 1927 6,692,710 5,226,834 994,167 78.1 
0 Michigan Central— 
2 1928 8,767,152 5,597,523 2,429,687 63.9 
7 1927 7,689,038 5,345,417 1,771,021 69.5 
7 New York Central (including Boston & Albany)— 
1928 35,886,233 26,456,953 7,065,311 73.7 
1927 33,043,192 26,009,876 4,984,922 78.7 
New York, Chicago & St. Louis— 
1928 4,981,094 3,292,763 1,217,702 66.1 
1927 4,885,762 3,432,470 920,075 70.3 
2 Pere Marquette— 
1928 4,833,039 2,812,477 1,587,501 68.2 
1927 4,210,173 2,709,492 1,182,947 64.4 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie— 
1928 3,017,418 2,382,290 834,231 79.0 
1927 2,638,099 2,093,081 761,354 79.3 
Wabash— 
1928 6,740,557 4,598,895 1,595,701 68.2 
1927 6,100,620 4,231,598 1,393,955 69.4 
Central Eastern Region: ° 
Baltimore & Ohio— 
1928 22,851,505 15,326,386 6,233,193 67.1 
1927 21,952,261 16,129,500 4,597,950 73.5 
Central of New Jersey— 
1928 5,684,150 3,839,062 1,194,147 67.5 
1927 5,171,252 3,628,806 940,676 70.2 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois— 
1928 2,377,459 1,692,031 417,759 73,3 
1927 2,377,529 1,832,154 342,210 77.1 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis— 
928 8,363,573 5,998,076 1,731,626 71.7 
1927 7,948,506 6,124,566 1,325,685 771 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern— 
1928 2,115,228 1,400,166 426,894 66.2 
1927 1,969,287 1,425,768 314,078 72.4 
Long Island— 
1928 3,664,309 2,452,832 849,853 66.9 
1927 3,542,246 2,489,474 667,854 70.3 
Pennsylvania— 
1928 62,669,847 42,816,038 14,732,629 68.3 
1927 58,131,572 42,571,086 10,850,033 73.2 
Reading— 
1928 9,188,967 6,082,396 2,743,412 66.2 
1927 8,403,616 5,953,785 2,111,639 70.8 
Pocahontas Region: 
Chesapeake & Ohio— 
1928 12,210,171 7,290,364 4,537,647 59.7 
1927 11,743,799 7,651,677 3,397,085 65.2 
Norfolk & Western— 
1928 10,703,838 5,994,285 4,286,774 56.0 
1927 9,668,225 5,792,155 3,290,667 59.9 
Southern Region: Li 
antic Coast Line— 
1928 5,705,815 4,597,499 784,863 80.6 
C 1927 5,963,858 5,252,629 354,637 88.1 
entral of Georgia— 
as 192 2,253,525 1,583,326 540,156 70.3 
1927 2,372,420 1,727,349 480,954 72.8 
Illinois Central— 
1928 14,535,048 10,167,660 3,210,813 70.0 
Lo 1927 14,305,273 10,531,790 2,590,449 73.6 
uisville & Nashville— 
1928 12,589,746 8,903,972 3,019,517 70.7 
1927 13,048,226 9,614,469 2,657,531 73.7 
Seaboard ‘Air Line— 
1928 4,842,406 3,573,969 956,847 73.8 
1927 4,893,830 3,609,844 973,142 73.8 
Southern— 
1928 13,412,973 8,768,653 3,692,914 65.4 
1927 13,165,816 8,646,810 3,569,368 65.7 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley— 
PT928 2,893,131 ° 1,839,914 785,949 63.6 
1927 2,900,592 2,117,760 532,569 73.0 
Northwestern Region: 
Chicago & North Western— 
1928 15,121,304 10,430,214 3,529,972 69.0 
1927 14,639,930 10,682,322 2,663,230 73.0 
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Operating Operating 
revenues expenses 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific— 
1928 17,755,774 11,440,696 
1927 17,093,624 12,057,900 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha— 
1928 2,563,724 1,945,550 
1927 2,679,198 1,957,996 
Great Northern— 
1928 18,528,804 9,373,000 
1927 15,974,095 8,942,003 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie— 
1928 6,301,823 3,430,997 
1927 5,962,762 3,272,982 
Northern Pacific— 
1928 12,174,735 6,257,485 
1927- 11,515,225 5,941,776 
Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navigation Co.— 
1928 3,187,155 2,048,042 
' 1927 3,131,868 1,857,261 
Central Western Region: 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe— 
1928 22,575,359 12,289,168 
1927 21,374,755 12,839,003 
Chicago & Alton— 
1928 2,736,529 2,090,499 
1927 2,563,191 1,968,642 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy— 
1928 16,874,335 10,443,619 
1927 15,570,593 9,911,786 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific— 
1928 12,618,468 8,869,486 
1927 11,707,253 8,065,723 
Denver & Rio Grande Western— 
1928 3,846,327 2,524,307 
1927 3,542,649 2,424,508 
Oregon Short Line— 
1928 4,428,446 2,348,691 
1927 4,276,494 2,245,392 
Southern Pacific Company— 
1928 23,223,755 14,735,583 
Union Pacific— 
1927 22,124,218 13,830,513 
1928 14,775,547 7,588,565 
1927 14,854,900 7,188,046 
Southwestern Region: 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe— 
1928 3,149,031 1,620,252 
1927 3,041,980 1,796,500 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Lines— 
1928 5,766,557 3,802,758 
1927 5,145,679 3,551,183 
Missouri Pacific— 
1928 13,107,431 9,278,121 
1927 12,030,199 8,820,791 
St. Louis-San Francisco— 
1928 7,904,660 5,043,910 
1927 7,777,693 4,843,356 
Texas & New Orleans— 
1928 7,365,212 4,814,248 
1927 6,695,720 4,799,022 
Texas & Pacific— 
1928 4,924,317 3,103,155 
1927 3,760,539 2,486,583 


Net 
railway 
operating 

income 


4,780,843 
3,587,343 


392,467 
455,833 


6,487,746 
5,501,040 


2,137,281 
2,100,252 


4,913,603 


4,586,504 , 


766,813 
854,252 


8,582,434 
6,635,509 


383,324 
305,182 


4,824,666 
3,997,460 


2,727,448 
2,667,121 


1,111,748 
952,736 


1,567,862 
1,472,860 


5,947,384 
5,716,805 


5,585,106 
5,901,442 


1,267,867 
975,164 


1,425,672 
1,156,863 


2,740,768 
2,367,605 


2,396,006 
2,431,615 


1,813,414 
1,201,528 


1,403,842 
979,178 


Ten Months Ended with October, 1928 and 1927 


Total—Roads Reported— 
1928 $4,415,635,756 $3,215,328, 636 


$844,239,771 
810,650,880 


10,925,797 
10,472,558 
23,017,346 
20,867,758 
5,253,365 
5,989,988 


13,532,775 
14,653,317 


16,632,766 
13,052,166 


10,234,089 
8,602,611 


19,506,429 
18,138,073 


53,460,050 
54,557,596 


7,725,491 
8,031,643 


8,965,353 
8,363,877 


6,317,066 
7,158,912 


9,346,400 
8,116,153 
40,575,779 
40,903,534 


8,078,912 
8,895,605 


1,565,359 
1,901,846 


11,779,182 
13,000,380 


1927 4,484,099,096 3,318,309,506 
New England Region: 
Boston & Maine— ’ 
1928 63,814,935 47,779,094 
1927 65,377,868 49,541,982 
New York, New Haven & Hartford— 
1928 113,747,205 79,139,942 
1927 116,566,321 83,830,426 
Great Lakes Region: 
Delaware & Hudson— 
1928 33,288,124 25,897,116 
1927 35,998,925 28,728,198 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western— 
1928 67,069,007 48,410,434 
1927 71,163,941 50,502,596 
Erie (including Chicago & Erie)— 
1928 103,690,516 79,301,482 
1927 103,494,342 82,702,992 
Lehigh Valley— 
1928 659,782,044 44,863,081 
1927 62,994,726 49,910,683 
Michigan Central— 
1928 78,469,145 52,718,373 
1927 76,303,217 52,689,325 
Néw York Central (including Boston & Albany)— 
1928 318,509,413 241,002,288 
1927 324,416,478 245,409,811 
New York, Chicago & St. Louis— _ 
1928 44,226,876 31,924,406 
1927 45,297,876 32,742,854 
Pere Marquette— 
1928 38,421,167 26,118,753 
1927 38,153,228 26,536,061 
Pittsburgh & Lake Erie— 
1928 26,107,640 21,433,637 
1927 27,417,407 22,274,443 
Wabash— 
1928 658,993,823 44,116,735 
1927 56,787,360 43,319,166 
Central Eastern Region: 
Baltimore & Ohio— 
1928 196,764,615 144,474,889 
1927 209,280,884 155,840,032 
Central of New Jersey— 
1928 48,313,597 34,753,615 
1927 49,603,211 36,363,170 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois— 
1928 20,568,885 16,320,516 
1927 22,484,259 18,132,124 
Cleveland, Cincinnati. Chicago & St. Louis— 
1928 74,968,838 57,048,921 
1927 77,404,083 59,170,362 


1369 


Oper- 

ating 

ratio 
% 


64.4 
70.5 


75.9 
73.1 


50.6 
56.0 


54.4 
54.9 


51.4 
51.6 


64.3 
59.3 
54.4 
60.1 


76.4 
76.8 


61.9 
63.7 


70.3 
68.9 


65.6 
68.4 


53.0 
52.5 


63.5 








































































































LUMBER SHIPMENTS 
With seven fewer mills reporting, lumber demand for the 
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Net Oper- 
railway ating 
Operating Operating operating ratio 
revenues expenses income % 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern 
1928 20, 798,100 14,043,990 3,911,700 67.5 
1927 20, 839,392 14,195,615 4,140,729 68.1 
Long Island— 
1928 34,209,872 23,727,872 6,594,062 69.4 
1927 34,595,832 25, 263, "310 5,345,455 73.0 
Pennsylvania— 
1928 540,663,626 397,257,761 99,250,076 73.5 
1927 564,264,973 428,156,435 93,380,868 75.9 
Reading— 
1928 73,883,848 57,709,150 18,495,678 78.1 
1927 77,962,068 60,197,440 14, 286,691 77.2 
Pocahontas Region: 
Chesapeake & Ohio— 
1928 103,834,693 69,795,097 29,766,669 67.2 
1927 114 173, 653 76,359,644 32,375,491 66.5 
Norfolk & Western— 
1928 87,667,142 55,342,881 27,053,766 63.1 
1927 94, 696, 306 58,957,944 29,610,718 62.3 
Southern Region: 
Atlantic Coast Line— 
1928 59,187,117 47,270,102 7,452,979 79.9 
1927 67,496,167 53,699,334 9,064,837 79.6 
Central of Georgia— 
1928 20,986,791 16,122,992 3,599,916 76.8 
1927 23,495,444 17,596,653 4,437,587 74.9 
Illinois Central— 
1928 127,203,121 97,409,680 21,241,572 76.6 
1927 131,542,473 99,015,606 22,528,230 75.3 
Louisville & cee 
928 113,563,258 88,985,579 18,530,684 78.4 
1927 122, 687, 061 94,766,176 21,405,011 77.2 
Seaboard Air Line— 
1928 47,182,278 35,529,392 8,148,439 75.3 
1927 51,909,816 39,105,853 9,034,390 75.3 
Southern— 
1928 119,998,996 85,728,701 24,719,438 71.4 
1927 124,031,774 87, 607,427 27,426,228 70.6 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley— 
‘ 1928 21,832,566 17,495,886 1,895,401 80.1 
1927 22,167,508 18,729,755 988,565 84.5 
Northwestern Region: 
Ghicago & North West 
1928 7129, 029, 008 96,803,048 22,212,319 75.0 
1927 127,668, —, 97,414,701 19,249,217 76.3 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific— 
1928 143,702, S64 105,802,519 24,589,625 73.6 
1927 136, 555, 779 111, 562, 785 12,063,224 81.7 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha— 
1928 22,658,806 18,948,156 1,866,117 83.6 
1927 22,536,378 18, 072, 104 2,452,223 80.2 
Great Northern— 
1928 104,554,992 69,243,420 25,343,452 66.2 
1927 97, 902, 683 65, 478, 060 22,908,286 66.9 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie— 
1928 2,120,970 30,663,783 7,441,301 72.8 
1927 ii 256, 384 29,769,800 7,599,287 72.2 
Northern Pacific— 
1928 84,463,681 60,106,793 19,977,894 71.2 
1927 78,816,946 57,109,561 17,139,640 72.5 
Oregon-Washington R. & Navigation Co.— 
1928 24,929,309 19,871,156 1,650,847 79.7 
1927 24, 130, 240 18, 771, 266 4,753 77.8 
Central Western Region: 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe— 
1928 171,515,636 120,426,925 36,985,362 70.2 
1927 171, 949, 151 120,173,723 37,277,774 69.9 
Chicago & Alton— 
1928 23,876,215 18,772,113 2,228,486 78.6 
i 23, — 816 18,626,038 2,195,563 78.6 
Chicago, Dating > Qu in 
928 136, 473, 663 94,732,229 28,400,210 69.4 
1937 128, 897,950 90,138,472 25,018,491 69.9 
Chicago, Rock Island e; Pacitie 
1928 2,315, S21 82,730,126 18,784,620 73.7 
1927 Hi 637,350 83,362,513 17,566,420 74.7 
Denver & Rio Grande Western— 
1928 27,355,784 20,590,310 5,470,161 75.3 
1927 27, 176, "256 20,804,671 5,152,112 76.6 
Oregon Short Line— 
1928 32,181,389 21,579,958 6,753,098 67.1 
‘ Pe 29,666,921 20,654,975 5,454,728 69.6 
Southern Pacific Compa 
1928 "193, 3,730, 999 135,147,178 39,616,905 69.8 
1927 191, "905, "652 134,674,071 38,581,366 70.2 
Union Pacific— 
1928 102,019,269 65,328,958 25,912,321 64.0 
1927 94, 248, 195 61,131,238 22,900,570 64.9 
Sougaie” Golorede © Santa Fe 
u olorado an — 
. 1928. 22,775,918 16,772,813 3,715,997 73.6 
done i fey 562, 586 21,204,604 4,655,755 74.2 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Lines— 
1928 46,429,492 32,016,778 9,895,304 69.0 
a 1927 46,874, "922 32,842,281 9,731,364 70.1 
Missouri Pacific— 
1928 109,365,309 82,416,343 17,923,403 75.4 
a 104,748, 441 82,602,933 14,183,579 78.9 
St. Louis-San Franci 
1928 8, 644,841 47,639,905 17,106,384 69.4 
1927 71, 786,954 49,817,178 18, 126, 146 69.4 
Texas & New Orleans— 
1928 58,140,899 45,782,020 7,242,001 78.7 
1927 59, 531, 246 49,105,004 4,883,069 82.5 
Texas & Pacific— 
1928 41,614,353 28,231,790 8,547,425 67.8 
1927 31,349,933 23,648,111 4,696,501 75.4 


first week in December remained at practically the same level 
as shown in orders the previous week. The seasonal decline is 
continuing along a more gradual curve than in recent years. 

New business for softwood manufacturers continued to show 
practically the same demand as during the previous week, 


Vol. XLII, No. 24 








according to reports from 839 mills to the National Lumber 
Manufacturers’ Association for the week ended December 8, 
which also showed a slight falling off in orders in the hardwoo4 
field. Orders for the week called for 327,973,000 feet of lumber, 
as compared with orders the previous week amounting to 337, 
571,000 feet. Softwood orders, as reported, were again slightly 
in excess of 276,000,000 feet, while hardwood demand showed g 
drop of about nine million feet from its high figure of 61,111,099 
reported the week before. Shipments of both hardwood and 
softwood were somewhat below those of the immediately pre. 
ceding week. Production showed a slight decline in the hard. 
wood field and a slight increase in the softwood field, probably 
accounted for by the desire of manufacturers to round out mil] 
stocks depleted in recent weeks. 

The following table compares the lumber movement, as 
reflected by the reporting mills of eight softwood, and two hard. 
pt — associations, for the two weeks indicated; 000’s 
omitte 


Preceding 
Past Week Week, 1928 (Revised) 
; Softwood Hardwood Softwood Hardwood 
Mills (or units*)....... 532 380 537 379 
PROMEEC 6 vce cvccsees 325,598 51,689 300,538 54,494 
EIS Pee 284,416 52,753 301,487 57,091 
Orders (new bus.)..... 276, 133 51,841 276,460 61,111 


*A unit is 35,000 feet of daily production capacity. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended December 1 
totaled 899,786 cars, according to the car service division of 
the American Railway Association. Due to the observance of 
the Thanksgiving holiday, this was a decrease of 128,904 cars 
under the preceding week this year, with reductions being 
reported in the total loading of all commodities. 

The total for the week was a decrease of 18,701 cars under 
the same week in 1927 and 151,433 cars under the corresponding 
week two years ago, both of which periods, however, did not 
include a holiday. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended De- 
— 1 and for the corresponding period of 1927 was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,738 and 8,1 
stock, 2,668 and 3,336; coal, 42,038 and 35,369; coke 2,513 oa babe 
forest products, 3,956" ana. 598; -_. 1,880 and 1,174: merchandise, 
an m —- 
1828, 198, ost; 1927, 200, Hy bee. aneous, 76, oe and 78 ,356; total, 
egheny strict: Grain and s, 5,718 
live stock, 1,887 and 2,376; coal, 42,679 and 39,083; coke, 336” and 
4,163; forest @ pacts — and 2, 402; ore, St and 2,65 7; mer- 
e an miscella U) 
total i5hs, 183, 5395, ‘27, » 279,581; 1926, 218,741.” 78,386 "and 10,382; 
ocahontas distric rain and grain roducts, 205 and 2 
stock, 111 and 107; coal, 39,741 and 30, 422) coke, 327 and 414; t.. 
products, tet and 1. 587; ore, 107, and 207; merchandise, i. . ia 
an miscellaneous, 
1ben,, 46,623; 1936 a 181, and 5,862; total, 928” 54,224; 
outhern district: Grain and grain products, 4,163 a as 
stock, 1,755 and 2,048; coal, 25,337 and 22, ai coke, 492 i oa on 
est products, 19,727 and 19, 892; ore, Bp's and 1,282; 3; total 1958, i L. CG 
and miscellaneous, 44 d 0 - 
863; ee 147,819; ses, 165,940. apie scundin-seed ssid 
orthwestern district: Grain and grain products, 14,955 13,913; 
live stock, 7,140 and 9,955; coal, 7,449 and 9.917: coke, i, 108 a ety 
ae products, a? 996 {2nd 15, 642; ore, sO and 623; merchandise, 
an m aes —_— 9 
Tis si: bat wlt988: ide, ii : 95 and 30,408; total, 1928, 
entral estern str 5 “Genin and grain products, 15,053 d 
14,218; live stock, 9,528 and 12, 716; coal, 15,787 pane 14, 951; coke, *296 
and 354; for guest roducts, 8,682, and 5: 8,999; are, 3,613 and 3,298; mer- 
ndise an ae aneous, 55,00: H 
~_ tods, 1a, seat: ise, aes 1926, 155 i 966. _—_— 81, _ 
outhwestern distric ain and grain products, 5,738 and 5,542; 
live stock, 2,558 and 3,696; coal, 6,097 and 5,908; coke, 143 and 172: 
forest products, 7,348, nd a 638; ore, » | and 503; merchandise, L. 
an miscellaneous, ad ‘ 
$6, 686 ear ‘82 s6a: i826, a sie ' 0 and 4 391; total, 1928 
otal, all roads: Grain and grain products, 53,570 and 49,940; live 
stock, 25,647 and 34,234; coal, 179,128 and 158,196; coke, 10,210 and 
9,031; forest products, 88 662 and 61, 118; ore, 1,183 and 9,744; mer- 
chandise, L. C. 225,270 and 256, 581; miscellaneous, 336,12 21 and 
339,634; “Lanai, 1928, "399, 786; 1927, 918, 487: ” 1926, 1,051,219. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1928 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 


"grain redo 


928 1927 1926 
Four weeks in January ........ 3,447,723 3,756,660 3,686,696 

Four weeks in February ....... 3,589,694 3,801,918 ,677,8 

Five weeks in March............ ,752,031 4,982,547 »805,7 
Four weeks in April ........... 3,738,295 3,875,589 3,862,703 
Four weeks in May ............ ,006,058 ,108,472 145,820 
Five weeks in June............ 4,923,304 4,995,854 5,154,981 
Four weeks in July............. 3,942,931 3,913,761 4,148,118 
Four weeks in August........... 4,230,809 »249,846 4,388,118 
Five weeks in September....... 5,586,284 5,488,107 5,703,161 
Four week in October........... 4,700,796 4,464,872 4,787,527 
Four weeks in November ...... 4,245,028 »822,903 tee 272 
Week ended December 1........ 899,786 918,487 1,21 19 
EOS, Sempane epaperee pet apne ery 48,062,739 48,379,016 Py a 





Yeu may either write or wire our Washington office 
for infermation concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are 2 subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Here are three other Penn- 
sylvania freights whose reg- 
ular on time arrivals have 
earned them distinctive 
names: 


“THE COLONEL” 
Perishable — Merchandise 
Chicago to Louisville 





“THE BIG SMOKE”’ 
Merchandise 
Columbus to Chicago 


“THE THOROUGHBRED” 
Live Stock 


Indianapolis to Pittsburgh 
and Seaboard Cities 


A big Market Basket 


—————— — ‘ 
S55 
—————— 


- on Wheels 


‘““UncLe Sam” is one of the great fleet of 61 
named Pennsylvania freight trains that have 
set remarkable records for regularity and 
dependability. 
| ae in this era of telephones, the house- 
wife going a-marketing is a familiar sight. 
Now, as in bygone days, she takes her basket 
on her arm, raises her parasol and trips blithely 
to butcher and grocer—determined to get the 
freshest goods for her table. 


One of the main reasons why the Eastern 
housewife is always assured of obtaining the 
choicest fruits, vegetables and meats is ‘‘Uncle 
Sam.”’’ Every day this big Pennsylvania freight 
brings the ‘“‘perishables’’ of the West and 
Southwest through St. Louis to Eastern Mar- 
kets. 


While the good housewives of the seaboard 
sleep peacefully, ‘‘Uncle Sam’’ comes roaring 
down the rails, bent on bringing in his load on 
time. Through the lowlands, over mountains 
and rivers, past hamlets and cities rolls this 
Pennsylvania freight pulled by locomotives of 
the modern type—the kind equipped to keep 


an important freight train on schedule. 


**Uncle Sam’’ doesn’t take any chances with 
hot weather. So when the big rattler pulls 
out, every bunker is filled to the brim with 
ice. And lest these cool preserving chunks be- 
gin to get low “‘Uncle Sam”’ rolls into the ic- 
ing station at Columbus, Ohio. 


Here he doesn’t stop to talk to the iceman’s 
daughter. There’s no waiting. Up go the 
hatches and the yawning bunkers are again 
filled—quickly and efficiently at the rate of 
one car per minute. And at Huntingdon, 
Pennsylvania, more ice insures the freshness 
of his precious cargo until it reaches the 


Eastern Markets. 
7 


Regularly and dependably ‘‘Uncle Sam”’ leaves 
St. Louis on time—and just as regularly he 
reaches the Eastern Markets. Month after 
month this big carrier has kept its schedule 
with a consistency that has won for it a repu- 
tation as one of the most reliable trains among 
the Pennsylvania’s ‘“‘Limiteds of the Freight 
Service.”’ 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 


PENNSYLVANIA -‘RAILROAD 
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~ Questions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
nature that confront dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to an — question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer questions ae practical traffic 
ems. We do not desire to the place of traffic man but to 
ip him in his work. aa 28 
The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. : 
' Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 














oa 


Weights and Weighing 

Ohio.—Question: Our private siding is located on Railroad 
A. We make frequent shipments to various industries located 
within the switching limits of our city. In all instances the 
switching charge for Railroad A is a per car charge, whereas 
connecting line charges are based on the weight of the car. 
In other words, it would be necessary for connecting lines to 
weigh cars for billing purposes. 

We order all cars weighed by Railroad A, having an under- 
standing with Railroad A that all cars are to be weighed care- 
fully, and we have at all times found their weights satisfactory 
and very reliable. We pay a specific weighing charge for this 
service. 

When prepaid switching bill is rendered carriers use the 
weights thus obtained. 

It will be appreciated if you will favor us with your opinion 
as to whether or not we could expect connecting lines to re- 
imburse us for weighing charges paid on these shipments. You, 
of course, realize that as we order cars weighed, it is not neces- 
sary for connecting lines to weigh cars. 

Answer: That weighing is a transportation service which 
a carrier must perform seems to have been determined by the 
Commission in the case of Detroit Coal Exchange vs. Michigan 
Central R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C. 79. - See also Grain Elevation Al- 
lowance at Kansas City, 34 I. C. C. 442. However, see Walsh 
Fire Clay Products Co. vs. Director-General, 95 I. C. C. 439, under 
the decision in which case weighing charges may or may not 
be assessed by a carrier, depending upon the specific provisions 
of the applicable tariffs; that is, whether the charge may be 
assessed in all instances or merely where the weights are ob- 
tained for the assessment of freight charges and not at the 
shipper’s request. 

Weights and Weighing 

Idaho.—Question: The question has come up here with our 
local agent as to which weight governs on less-than-carload ship- 
ments, the shipping weight at point of origin or the destination 
weight. Western Weighing and Inspection Bureau Pamphlet 
No. 32, issued by A. S. Dodge, manager, W. W. and I. B., Chi- 
cago, Ill., supplement No. 13, effective Jan. 1, 1927, rules 6 and 7, 
page 2, show “Weights to Govern—and Tolerance,” but we can 
find no authority for a final weight for figuring freight charges. 

This pamphlet has no I. C. C. number. 

In your opinion, should an L. C. L. shipment be made and 
there Was a difference, say, of 15 pounds or 25 pounds or 10 
pounds, between the weight at point of origin and destination, 
on which basis should the freight charges be paid? Presumably, 
if it weighed that much over, the local agent would assess on 
the higher weight, but supposing it weighed that much less? 

Answer: The correct weight of' a shipment, whether car- 
load or less-than-carload, is a question of fact; whether the dif- 
ference in the origin and destination weights is the result of 
an error in the weighing of a shipment or due to another cause 
is a question of fact as to the determination of which any 
competent evidence is admissible in proof. The burden is upon 
the carrier to show that the destination and not the origin 
weight is the correct weight, or vice versa. 

In the event that the destination weight is less than the 
origin weight, unless the carrier can prove that the destination 
weight is the correct weight, it would be liable in damages for 
the value of the difference in weight of the shipment at point 
of origin and at point of destination. 


Damages—Delay—Special 

Illinois —Question: A shipper in Iowa sells his carload 
shipments of eggs on the basis of New York market quotations, 
on date of delivery, and where there is delay in transit, and a 
decline in these market quotations, claims are filed for the dif- 
ference. The purchaser orders dates for cars to be shipped 
to various destinations outside of New York City, such as Phila- 
delphia, Scranton, Troy, Buffalo, Pittsburgh, and Detroit, and 
most of the time, the local market quotations at these various 
delivery points are lower than the New York market quotations. 

Carriers are declining these claims, stating that they are 
only liable for the difference in market valued at billed destina- 
tion, as between the time the car should and did arrive. These 
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cars are never sold on consignment, and.the basis of value as 
made on the New York market before the shipper knows to 
what destination the car is to be billed. 

Are we correct in filing these claims on the basis of the 
New York market quotations, and can you give us two or three 
decisions that will help us solve the situation? 

Answer: A carrier who unreasonably delays the trans. 
portation of goods shippéd under a contract of sale is not liable 
for any special damages occasioned by the loss of the sale, as, 
for instance, any profits the shipper would have made by de. 
livery of the’ goods at destination according to the contract of 
sale, unless at or before the day of the shipment the carrier 
was notified of the existence of the contract and that the goods 
were being shipped in accordance therewith. Stavangren ys, 
Ss. Co., 250 Fed. 67; Mitsubishi Shoji Kaisha, Ltd., vs. Davis, 
291 Fed. 882; Illinois Cent. R. R. Co. vs. Cobb, 64 Ill. 128. The 
general rule is that, under the circumstances noted, the measure 
of damages is the difference between the market value of the 
goods at the time they ought to have been delivered and their 
value at the time they were actually delivered, Philadelphia, 
etc., R. Co. vs. Lehman, 56 Md. 209, 40 Am. R. 415; Lindley vs. 
Richmond, etc., R. Co., 88 N. C. 547, with such other and inci- 
dental damages as proximately flow from the delay. To this 
is to be added interest and the unpaid cost of transportation 
deducted. ‘ 

Where goods are contracted to be sold at a fixed price and 
to be deivered at a particular place, and the carrier undertakes 
the transportation thereof, with full notice that the goods are 
to be sold if forwarded seasonably, the consignor will be entitled 
to recover the difference between the contract price and the 
value of the goods when actually delivéred, if, by reason of 
unreasonable delay in transportation he loses the sale. Bastian 
Bros. Co. vs. American Ry. Express Co., 199 N. Y. S. 572; Coulter 
vs. G. C. & S..F. Ry., 248 S. W. 788; Wilson vs. Hines, Director- 
General of Railroads, 196 Pac. 1007. Under these circumstances, 
the undertaking is special and the loss and liability are special. 
Liability of Carrier for Erroneous Delivery, Prepaid Shipment 

at Agency Station Necessitating Drayage 

Illinois —Question: There was an irregularity in connec- 
tion with the movement of a shipment and we would appreciate 
knowing if we have any redress against the railroad. 

A carload of lumber was tendered to a railroad on a prepaid 
basis, the bill of lading reading “Prepaid.” In error the originat- 
ing agent let this car go forward on collect billing and as the des- 
tination point was a prepaid point the car was forwarded to the 
next open station, from which the consignee was notified. The 
agent at the open station turned the car over to the consignee 
without payment of charges and when consignee had the car al- 
most, unloaded the billing came through, showing that shipment 
had been made on a prepaid basis. This error of the railroad cost 
the consignee $25 cartage charges. Now, the railroad claims 
they cannot be held for this cartage charge, as consignee should 
have forced them to move car back to prepaid point. 

Answer: While we have been unable to locate a formal 
decision of the Commission specifically covering this question, 
it is our opinion that under the principle of the Commission’s 
Conference Ruling No. 509, the carrier is liable for the drayage 
charges resulting from its forwarding of the shipment to the 
agency station beyond the prepaid station contrary to the pro- 
visions of the bill of Tading executed by it, in which bill of 
lading the prepaid station was shown as the destination, to- 
gether with a statement that the shipment had been prepaid. 

Storage—Failure of Carrier to Notify Consignor 

Maryland.—Question: Please let us have the latest ruling 
on the following condition: A shipment of advertising litera- 
ture shipped “collect,” consignee refused to accept same, and 
due notice was given by the express company of shipment being 
in their on hand bureau. Their local agent at point of .origin 
communicated with consignee as to disposition to be made of 
shipment. Consignee advised that they would not be responsi- 
ble for shipment, transportation or storage charges. Seventeen 
months after this transaction took place the carrier, through 
their law department, presented a bill for transportation and 
storage charge to. date. 

' Will you please advise if we are responsible for this charge 
and particularly with that part which covers storage during 
the seventeen months, in which time carrier did not communi- 
cate with us with reference to shipment? 

Answer: While the carrier is liable for transportation 
charges where consignee refuses a shipment, under the provi- 
sions of rule 8 of. Official Express Classification No. 30, George 
S. Lee’s I. C. C. No. 3280, when a shipment is tendered for de- 
livery at the consignee’s address and is not accepted, notice 
thereof must be promptly sent or given to the consignee and 
consignor. Under the rule, in case of failure by the express 
company to notify the consignor promptly, no storage charges 
must be assessed against the consignor between the date on 
which it was actually sent or given and the date on which it 
should have been sent or given if the shipment is later refused, 
or. returned, or otherwise disposed of by order of the consignor. 

In the instant case the consignor not having been notified, 
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EDITORIAL 


ga’ city of Hammond in 


the great industrial Calumet 
District of Indiana contains | 16 
diversified industries, giving 
employment to 16,207. per- 
sons. 


The Firm of GOSTLIN, MEYN 
& WEISS, INC., was chiefly 
instrumental in bringing 96 of 


_ the 116 industries to the city. 


Our principal contribution to 
this remarkable industrial ex- 
pansion was service—service 
to our clients and to the city in 
which we operate. 


We extend our service to you 
as exclusive agents for factory 
sites, factory buildings, acre- 
age, and business properties in 
Hammond and the great Cal- 
umet Region. 


Write to us for industrial maps, 


and surveys of industrial ad- . 


vantages in this district. 


GOSTLIN, MEYN & 


WEISS, INC. 


HAMMOND, 
INDIANA 
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Meet 
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Port of Houston & 






















9 heal gateway to 

the great South- 
west through whose 
portals flow the tide of 
commerce to the seven 
seas. 













Houston’s Ship Chan- 
nel is a deepwater 
inland port 52 miles 
long, lined with gigan- 
tic industries, ware- 
houses and _ terminal 
facilities. 










The Public Belt Rail- 
way serving the Port, 
connects with the great 
trunk systems operat- 
ing over 64,000 miles 











tor tres oon ; 

ate of road, offering 
PORT prompt transportation 
BOOK 


—at competitive rates 
to and from the Port. 





Contains infor- 
mation of vital 
interest to 
every shipper. 







Address 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


5th Floor, Courthouse 
HOUSTON TEXAS 
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the provisions of rule 8 of the Express Classification may be 

relied upon by the shipper as a basis for a refusal to pay the 

storage charges which accrued during the period between the 

date the notice should have been sent and the date it was actually 

sent. 

Tariff Interpretation—Transit Privileges Contingent Upon Ap- 
pying Rate to Transit Point or to Destination, Whichever 

Is Higher 

Arkansas.—Question: Will you kindly give us your under- 
standing of the rate applicable on the following: Carload of 
fertilizer, which moved in March, 1926, from Hope, Ark., to 
Broken Bow, Okla., routed Frisco, Valiant, Okla., T. O. & E., 
stopping at Valliant, Okla., to partly unload. 

You will note by referring to item 85, D. & E. Tariff 1-K, 
I. Cc. C. No. 48, that on cars stopped in transit to partly unload 
at a point taking higher rate than the through rate in effect at 
final destination the higher rate will govern. 

Using the mileage rate in Southwestern Tariff 114, the single- 
line rate to Valliant is 11 cents, joint-line 12 cents. Using actual 
mileage to Broken Bow, or destination, via the route shipment 
moved or through the stopping point the rate would be 12% cents; 
however, by using the short-line mileage to Broken Bow, not 
figured through the stop-over point, the rate would be 12 cents. 

. Will you kindly let me have your views with reference to 
the correct rate to be applied? 

Answer: Item 85 of T. D. & E. Tariff 1-K, I. C. C. 43, does, 
as you state, provide for application of the higher of the two 
rates, i. e., origin to transit point or origin to destination. It 
should be remembered, however, that, regardless of which rate 
is the higher, it is the rate that pays for the entire transporta- 
tion from Hope to Broken Bow, and perforce must be applicable 
via route shipment travels. 

Valliant is the shipping point and unless the partly unloading 
service was performed under the supervision or jurisdiction of the 
D. & E.’s agent at that point and on D. & E. tracks, D. & E. Tariff 
1-K is not applicable. See Moore-Seaver Grain Co. vs. Union Pa- 
cific, 38 I.C. C. 682, and 45 I.C.C. 562. If the transit service was 
performed by the D. & E., however, we would say that the rate 
from Hope to Valliant on the D. & E. must be considered as 
one factor, and the rate from Hope to Broken Bow via Frisco, 
Valliant and D. & E. to destination, must be used as the other 
factor. This transit tariff does not authorize protection via 
one route of a rate that’ is applicable over some other route. 

Demurrage—lIntra-Mill Service 

Ohio.—Question: Will you kindly advise us as to the legal 
authority covering car service charges on cars handled in intra- 
plant : service? 

A car has been used in our plant by our own crane, on which 
no switching has been assessed by the carrier, due to the fact 
that the carrier did not perform any service—we performed the 
service. 

Can car service be assessed for the detention on such cars 
or can same be adjusted on the per diem basis? 

We understand this matter has been up in Washington and 
will appreciate hearing from you as to what the legal ruling 
would be in a case of this kind. 

Answer: In our opinion, the report of the Commission in 
American Smelting and Refining Co. vs. Lehigh Valley R. R. Co., 
56 I. C. C. 195, is applicable to the instant case. On page 197 
the Commission said: 

Thé issue raised may be stated in these terms: Were certain de- 
murrage charges properly made where the car detention to which 
they applied was occasioned by the use by complainant of defendant’s 
equipment in intraplant service? The cars so detained may be 
classified as follows: 

) Cars which came into the plant, or which went out of the 
lant, under load; and which, while within the plant, were used in 
ntraplant service by complainant. 

(2) Empty cars which has not been placed for loading and for the 
use of which no compensation, other than the demurrage charge, has 
been collected; which cars were used by complainant in intraplant 


service, not related to transportation or to intended transportation, 
and returned to the carrier empty. 


Tariff Interpretation—Household Goods vs. Emigrant Movables 

North Dakota—Question: One of our firms here shipped 
a car of household goods from point A to point B last Septem- 
ber, weighing 18,300 pounds, and it was billed at the class B 
rate applying on emigrant moveables provided in Western Clas- 
sification. 

The carriers are now endeavoring to collect the third class 
rate at the actual weight on account of the shipment consisting 
only of secondhand household goods and personal effects, they 
claiming that, in order to secure the emigrant movable rate, it 
would be necessary to have contained with the shipment second- 
hand used agricultural implements or live stock or some other 
item named in note 2 of the classification rule governing what 
may be termed emigrant movables, in addition to the household 
goods and personal effects. 

Suppement No. 4 to Consolidated Freight Classification No. 
5, at page 46, under the heading, “Emigrant movables,” reads, in 
part, as follows: 


Emigrant Movables, prepeid, see Notes 1, 2, 3 and 4, value de- 
clared in writin 
released value o 


by the shipper, or agreed upon in writing as the 
the property, as follows: 
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Note 2—Rating for “Emigrant Movables” will apply only on: 

Secondhand (used) household goods, or personal effects such y 
clothing, furniture or furnishings for residences, with not to eXceed 
one piano, but not including articles the acceptance of which is 
hibited by Rule 3, nor goods shipped for sale or speculation, and 
(together with) one or more of the following: 

Secondhand (used) agricultural implements, other than hand; 

Secondhand (used) traction engines; 

Secondhand (used) vehicles, other than motor vehicles, amby. 
lances, coaches, hearses or similar vehicles; 

One knocked down portable house, etc. 


My interpretation of this item is that you can ship houge. 
hold goods and personal effects at the class B rating, and that 
you may also ship household goods and personal effects ang 
one or more of the items that appear after the words “ang 
(together with) one or more of the following:” 

Will you kindly let me have your interpretation of this 
proposition? 

Answer: With respect to this question, see the Commis. 
sion’s opinion in Jackson Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Illinois Centra} 
Railroad Co., 139 I. C. C. 319. In this case the Commission helq 
that the emigrant movables’ rate could not be applied on a ship. 
ment of household goods, the emigrant movables’ rate applying 
only when tools and other implements of calling, secondhand 
agricultural implements, ordinary livestock and other stated 
commodities are included in the shipment. In other words, that 
the emigrant movables’ rate applied only when some of the 
articles listed after the word “and” following the first paragraph 
of note 2, item 2, page 172, of the Consolidated Classication, are 
included in the shipment. 

Demurrage on Cars Placed in Carrier’s Tracks Claimed to Have 
Been Assigned for Consignee’s Private Use 

Texas.—Question: The Southern Pacific Lines have col- 
lected demurrage on several cars of gravel at Dryden, Tex, 
under note 2, section D, rule 3, item 5, B. T. Jones’ Tariff No. 
4-H I. C. C. 2003. Delivery was taken on a portion of the house 
track which was the only public delivery track at this station. 
Writen notice of arrival was not furnished us and the carrier 
contends that written notice was unnecessary, as a portion of 
this track was assigned to us for our individual use. The as- 
signment, if made, was made without our knowledge of such 
action. We could and would have taken delivery at any accessi- 
ble point on this track. 

Is the carrier justified in assessing demurrage on these cars 
under note 2? 

Answer: In our opinion, the answer to this question de- 
pends entirely upon whether as matter of fact this portion of 
the house track has been turned over to you, either by formal 
assignment, or by usage, as an industrial track. Note 2 of rule 
3, section D, of the demurrage rules provides: 


Any railroad track or portion thereof assigned for individual use 
will be treated as ‘‘other-than-public-delivery-track.”’ 


We think that long-continued user of the track as an indus- 
try track would be treated by the Commission as tantamount 
to an assignment of that track for your use and that under such 
circumstances you would not be heard to deny that it is an 
industrial track for the purpose of applying the demurrage rules 
applicable to such track. However, your question does not give 
sufficient facts to enable us to express an opinion. 

In Tulsa Traffic Association vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry., 49 I. C. C. 
644, the carrier’s delivery track extended into an industrial sec- 
tion of the city. Along a certain portion of this track there 
was a street or wagon road which enabled consignees to unload 
direct from cars to wagons and trucks, thus using the track as 
a public team track. On the opposite side of the road, adjacent 
to the track, were some industry plants which also used the 
same track for their industry track and unloaded direct from 
cars into their warehouses. Along another portion of this same 
track there was no roadway, so the track was inaccessible to 
trucks and was not used as a public team track. This portion 
of the track, however, lay adjacent to some industries who used 
it for their industrial track. The carrier would even accept for 
delivery to these consignees cars received from foreign lines 
and switched to it for delivery, thus in all respects treating 
this portion of the track as an industrial track. 

As to the portion of the track first discussed, the Commis- 
sion called it a public team track and said it would not be justi- 
fied in compelling the carrier to open up such track to foreign 
line traffic, yet on identically the same track, but as to a dif- 
ferent portion it was made clear that this was an industrial 
track determined by the use to which it was being subjected. 

If the carrier in your case uses its single house track for 
delivering cars indiscriminately to everyone even in front of 
your plant (if you have one adjacent to the track), then, accord- 
ing to the above case, this would be a public team track even 
though you use it as an industrial track, and team track rules 
should apply. If this portion of the track is not used as a public 
team track, we would say that your continued use of this par- 
ticular spot for unloading operates as an assignment to you as 
an industrial track. 

Tariff Interpretation—Point Located on Carrier Not Party to 
Tariff 


New York.—Question: In Southern Manufactured Tobacco 
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Tariff No. 106, I: C. C. No. 721, are found rates on cigarettes, 
smoking tobacco and plug tobacco from various points in Vir- 
ginia and North Carolina to Union, Miss. Union, Miss., happens 
to be a local point on the Gulf, Mobile & Northern Railway and 
prior to supplement No. 4 to the Southern Manufactured Tobacco 
Tariff, which became effective on October 10, 1928, the Gulf, 
Mobile & Northern Railway was not shown in the tariff as a 
participating carrier. 

Will you please, therefore, let us know, at your convenience, 
whether the carriers, prior to October 10, 1928, were obligated 
to protect the specific commodity rates published to Union? 
If they were, will you please cite the necessary authority to 
cover? 

Answer: See, with respect to this question, the Commis- 
sion’s opinions in E. I. Dupont de Nemours Powder Company vs. 
Wabash R. R. Co., 33 I. C. C. 507; Norton Salt vs. M. L. & T. 
Co., 28 I. C. C. 422; and Texico Transfer Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. 
Co., 20 1; G C. 17%. 

In these cases the Commission found that where by reason 
of the failure of a tariff naming a rate,to a point on a carrier 
not shown as a participating line in the tariff, a combination 
rate in excess of the rate named in the tariff was exacted on a 
shipment the charge assessed was unreasonable to the extent it 
exceeded the rate named in the tariff and awarded reparation to 
this basis. 

Limitation of Actions—Undercharges 

Oklahoma.—Question: We shipped a car of gasoline to a 
point in an eastern state, routed through the St. Louis gateway. 
Due to an error in the tariff, in effect at that time, there was 
a cheaper rate in effect when shipments were routed via the 
Memphis gateway. 

The car was received by the consignee at destination and 
freight charges were collected on the basis of the cheaper rate; 
that is, the rate applicable through Memphis, although the car 
actually moved through St. Louis. 

The error was detected by the carrier, who filed their com- 
plaint with the consignee and the broker handling the car, and 
we, as shippers, were not notified until three years after the car 
had been shipped. 

We maintain that the carrier should have notified the ship- 
pers of the undercharge rather than the consignee and the broker 
involved and that we are not responsible for the undercharge 
due to this fact. 

Answer: As consignor or shipper you are primarily liable 
to the carrier for the full amount of freight charges regardless 
of the liability of the consignee or the broker. 

The carrier has the right to look for his compensation to the 
person who required him to perform the service by causing the 
goods to be delivered to him for transportation, and that person 
is generally, of course, the shipper named in the bill of lading 
or the consighor. 

However, subdivision A, of paragraph 3, of section 16, of 
the interstate commerce act, provides that all actions at law 
by a carrier subject to the act for recovery of their charges, or 
any part thereof, shall be begun within three years from the 
time the cause of action accrues, and not after. 


If the consignee or broker has paid the undercharge and 
you sold the goods f. o. b. destination, you are liable to them, 
under your contract of sale, in the amount of the undercharge, 
but you may plead the provisions of subdivision A, of paragraph 
8, of gection 16, of the act, as a defense to an action brought 
by the carrier for the undercharge, if the action was not com- 
menced prior to the expiration of the three-year period. 
Liability of Carrier for Conversion Where Conflict Exists Be- 

tween Marks on Package and Statements in Bill of Lading 

Arkansas.—Question: Will you kindly favor me with your 
opinion on the following question? Also, please refer to any 
decisions of the I. C. C. or courts directly in point. 

A shipper, in his uniform straight bill of lading covering an 
L. C. L. shipment, consigns the shipment to a certain retailer 
in care of a certain jobber. The individual packages, however, 
omit the name of the jobber and show only the name of the 
retailer and destination. 

Is carrier guilty of conversion in making delivery of the 
shipment to the retailer instead of to the jobber, whom the orig- 
inal bill of lading specifies the shipment is in care of? 

Answer: So far as the question of the liability of a carrier 
for misdelivery, where there is a conflict between the bill of 
lading and the marks on the package, is concerned, it seems 
apparent from the decisions in Union Pacific R. R. Co. vs. Burke, 
255 U. S. 317; N. Y. C. & H. R.-R. R. Co. vs. Samuel Goldberg, 
250 U. S. 85; New York Central R. Co. vs. Lazarus, 278 Fed. 
900; Guillaine vs. -General Trans-Atlantic Co., 3 N. E. 489, that 
as the bill of lading constitutes the contract between the parties, 
the provisions thereof govern in determining the duty of the 
carrier in making delivery of such a shipment. 

Furthermore, this is the holding in the case of Wall vs. 
American Railway Express Co., 272 S. W. 76. 

It would, therefore, appear that the carrier is liable in con- 
version for delivery of the shipment to a party other than the 
party specified in the bill of lading. 
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Rates—Household Goods 

Canada.—Question: A car of household goods was shippg 
from A, Wisconsin, consigned to a party at our plant, who 
employed as a papermaker. The shipment in question was billy 
“American release of household goods to 10c per pound Minn 
sota Transfer and Canadian release of household goods $y 
per package beyond Minnesota Transfer.” The rate shown 
the railroad company was the fifth class rate of 27%c from 4 
with a minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, and 63c beyond, with 
the same minimum weight. 

We presented claim for overcharge based on the third clag; 
rate of 50%c from A to Duluth, with minimum weight of 12,0 
pounds, and the carload rate of $37 per car beyond, which make, 
an overcharge of $83.40. The railroad company admit the rat, 
of 50%4c, with a minimum weight of 12,000 pounds, is correct, 
but cannot approve the carload rate of $37 from Duluth t 
destination, as their tariff shows this item of $37 as only applica. 
ble on “Farm Settler’s Effects,” so that this.party, who is q 
papermaker, would not be entitled to this rate. 

Our authority for this $37 per car rate is the Y Railroad 
tariff, which quotes rates from Minnesota Transfer to B, the 
destination, and included in the tariff is an item covering house. 
hold goods as taking Group D, which is the $37 rate. Farm 
Settler’s Effects are not shown specifically in this tariff, and 
on referring to. the X Railroad tariff we find they show Farm 
Settler’s Effects, but not Household Goods. We are, therefore, 
of the opinion that even though shipment in question traveled 
X Railroad via Duluth, we should be entitled to the same rate 
applicable on household goods via the Y Railroad; in fact, we. 
have on our file a record of a similar shipment moving some 
time ago, and in which the X Railroad gave us a $37 rate. 

With this clause in the X Railroad tariff prohibiting the ap- 
plication of the household goods’ rate, do you think we have 
a good argument to present to the X Railroad for a further 
discugsion? 

Answer: From the standpoint of the application of the tar- 
iffs as they now read you have no basis for a claim for over- 
charge on the shipment in question, the rate published in the 
tariff of X Railroad applying on farm settler’s effects and not 
household goods. It is possible that you-may be able to con- 
vince the X Railroad that it should publish the same rate on 
household goods as it now publishes on farm settler’s effects, 
and refund, upon application to and authority being granted 
by the proper authorities, the difference between the rate as- 
sessed and the rate now applicable on farm settler’s effects. 
However, as.we understand, the Canadian Railroad Commission 
has no jurisdiction to award reparation. See Canadian Shippers’ 
Traffic Bureau vs. Canadian National Railway, 32 C. R. C. 3; 
United States Grain Growers vs. Canadian National Railway, 
26 C. R. C. 26. Therefore, such relief as may be had must be 
sought in the courts and not before the Railway Commission. 


Demurrage 

IHinois.—Question: Referring to your reply to “Connecticut” 
in your issue of September 22, 1928, under “Demurrage—Average 
Agreement—Weather Interference.” 

The case we have in mind is ‘where a car arrived at des- 
tination June 25 and consignee was properly notified. At that 
time consignee was not on average agreement, but an average 
agreement was signed and became effective July 1. The car in 
question was released on July 11. Would consignee we entitled 
to additional free time, due to weather interference, up to July 
1, when the average agreement took effect, or would the car 
be considered as having been on the average agreement during 
the entire time of detention, even though the average agreement 
did not actually take effect until July 1? 

Answer: We cannot locate an opinion of the Commission 
in which this question has been at issue. 

In the Commission’s Conference Ruling of October 7, 1919, 
rescinding Conference Rulings 405 and 473, the Commission held 
that off-track storage not in transit, track storage, and demur- 
rage are controlled by the tariffs in effect contemporaneously 
with the accrual of these services, and therefog@ are subject 
to such chargeS as lawfully may be made inthe applicable 
tariffs during the period of accrual. 

It would, therefore, appear that the average agreement pro- 
visions should not apply as to the car in question prior to July 


_1, but that straight demurrage should govern prior to that date. 


Freight’ Charges—Liability of Shipper Signing Stipulation Re- 
quiring Collection of at Time of Delivery Where Consignee 
Refuses or Fails to Claim Goods 
Pennsylvania.—Question: On page 1264, of Traffic World of 

December 1, you answer “Ohio,” under the above caption. 
We would like your advice on the following: 

“A” sells goods to “B” f. o. b. shipping point and signs 
stipulation relative to section 7 of condition on bill of lading. 
It is a carload shipment. “B” does not have a private siding, 
but takes a team track delivery. “B” is extended credit on 
freight charges. Car arrives at destination and is placed on 
team track. “B” is notified of placement. On Thursday “B” 
breaks the seal on the car and removes a part of the contents. 
“B” notifies “A” on Saturday that material is not according to 
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specifications. “A” sends a representative immediately to in- 
spect and have material analyzed, and he reports material in 
car was according to specifications of “B.” On. Monday “B” 
gives notice of rejection to railroad, and on the same day rail- 
road notifies “A.” It develops that while car was placed on 
team track on Tuesday, and “B” broke the seal and removed 
part of the contents of the car on Thursday, that no freight 
charges had been collected from “B,” although car was not 
rejected by “B” until Monday. 

“B” fails to claim goods and “A” does not furnish disposition. 
Carrier disposes of goods at public auction in accordance with 
paragraph B, section. 4. Proceeds of sale were insufficient to 
cover freight storage and other charges that had accrued on 
shipment and carrier now bills consignor for the balance. 

Is consignor liable, in view of the fact that consignee became 
the owner of the goods when delivered to carrier at shipping 
point? Was carrier obligated in this instance to see that freight 
charges were collected within the prescribed time? In other 
words, would consignee have been permitted to break the seals 
and remove part of the contents, without paying the freight 
charges, if he had not been on a credit basis, and, regardless of 
the fact that he was on a credit basis, was he not obligated 
to pay the freight charges — to Monday, the day on which 
he rejected the car? 

Answer: In our opinion, stilton the consignor is liable 
for the balance of the freight charges depends upon whether or 
not there was a delivery of the shipment, or merely an inspection 
of the shipment by the consignor prior to his refusal thereof, 
notice of which was given the carrier on Monday. 


Unless there was a delivery of the shipment, following the 
breaking of the seals on the car on Thursday, the consignor is 
not, in our opinion, liable for the undefcharge. The mere fact 
that the car was placed on the carrier’s team track, that the 
consignee was notified of the placement, that the consignee was 
on the credit list of the carrier, and that notice of rejection 
was not given to the carrier until Monday, does not show that 
there was a delivery of the car to the consignee. These cCir- 
cumstances might exist in any case, but until there has been 
an actual acceptance of the shipment by the consignee through 
some overt act on his part, there is no delivery of a shipment. 

So far as shipments moving on straight bills of lading are 
concerned, the right of the consignee to inspect is presumably 
governed by the terms of the contract of sale, modified as it 
may be by the laws of the several states in regard to the inspec- 
tion of shipments. See Thick vs. Detroit U. & R. Ry. Co. (Mich.), 
101 N. W. 67; A. Newmark & Co. vs. Smith (Calif.), 146 Pac. 
1067; Imperial Products Co. vs. Capitol Chemical Co., 176 N. Y. S. 
49; Whitney vs. McLean, 38 N. Y. S. 793. 


See, also, the following cases in which it is held that the 
consignee is entitled to inspect the goods before he is bound 
to pay the freight charges: Lanata vs. Grinnell, 13 L. A. Ann., 
24 Note to Potts vs. N. Y. & N. E. R. Co., 3, Am. & Eng. R. R. 
Cas. 424, 426; Burkenroad-Goldsmith Co. vs. Ill. Cent., 70 S. 44; 
Mitchell vs. Mo. Pac. 206 N. W. 12. 


The above referred to cases have reference to the con- 
tractual relationship between the consignor and the consignee 
under the contract of sale. 


So far as the common carrier relationship between the car- 
rier and consignee is concerned, it does not definitely appear 
from the facts given that there was a delivery by the carrier 
and an acceptance of the shipment by thé consignee. Rather, it 
appears there was an inspection and rejection of the shipment 
by the consignee. If this is true, the consignor, and not the 
consignee, is the party liable for the balance of the freight 
charges. 

Returned Shipments—C. O. D. Express 

Minnesota.—Question: Under date of July 9, 11 and 12, 
1927, respectively, we have made three C. O. D. shipments in 
the amounts of $39.82, $31, and $74.55, consigned to A, North 
Dakota. 

When shipments arrived at destination, the express com- 
pany, without any authority from us, forwarded them to’B, North 
Dakota, and from B to C, North Dakota, carrying the same 
C. O. D. charges. 

When shipments finally reached their ultimate destination 
consignee apparently failed to accept delivery and also failed 
to give the carrier disposition. Without asking our permission, 
the express company turned these shipments over to the X Rail- 
way freight carrier and returned these shipments to us, with 
express charges of $63.21 and freight from C to D. 

We have refused to accept the shipments from the X Rail- 
way on account of their condition, and naturally filed our claim 
against the express company for the amount of the full C. O. D. 
They refused to entertain the claim and, in addition, asked us 
to pay the express charges and freight charges accumulated on 
the various movements on these shipments; but what we are 
interested in knowing at the present time is whether or not 
we are entitled to the C. O. D. charges and whether the carriers, 
both express and freight, can demand payment of their trans- 
portation charges. 
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Your opinion on this matter will be highly appreciated. 

Answer: Sufficient facts are not set forth in your letter fo, 
a determination of whether the consignee was justified in re 
fusing the shipment because of the manner in which it was hap. 
dled by the carrier. Under rule 14 (p) of Official Express Clas. 
sification No. 30, Geo. S. Lee’s No. 3280, the carrier is requireg 
to notify the shipper of the refusal of, or non-delivery of, , 
shipment, so as-to permit the shipper to dispose of the shipment 
as he may desire. The carrier not having acted, in the instant 
case, in accordance with its published tariff provisions, it cap. 
not, in our opinion, hold the shipper liable for the return charges 
on the shipment. In our opinion, the principle of the Commis. 
sion’s Conference Ruling No. 237 is applicable in the instant 
case. Therein the Commission said: 


In this connection the general principle is expressed in the fol- 
lowing rule: Ifa shipper sends a shipment to an erroneous destina- 
tion he should“have the right to guard, so far as possible, against 
resulting loss by disposing of the shipment at that point. The car- 
rier should not, therefore, forward such shipment to another destina- 
tion with attendant additional transportation charges without having 
made reasonable effort to secure disposition instructions from the 
shipper. (See rulings 248 and 433.) 


Tariff Interpretation—Minimum Weights Where Shipper 
Specifies Length of Car Desired 

Missouri.—Question: The writer has been reading, with in. 
terest, the “Question and Answer’ column of The Traffic World 
and would be pleased to have your opinion on the question as 
follows: 

During the year 1928 we shipped thirty cars of material from 
our plant to Southwestern Lines’ territory on which charges 
were assessed on a 50-foot flat car. The man that handled the 
shipping end, billed these cars out as a 50-foot car ordered in- 
asmuch as the material on customer’s order required a 50-foot 
car, although _the material moving on the carload rate required 
46 feet of the space and the balance of space was taken up with 
contraband material, on which the L. C. L. rate was paid. The 
customer specified all material should come on one car. Now, 
according to the act, the shipper must pay for the size car 
ordered, but taking also into consideration that section of the act 
which sets forth that the shipper is entitled to the lowest 
possible freight charge, it is thought that one is about as strong 
as the other. After consideration given to injury sustained by 
shipper to the amount of $900, with interest, together with the 


-fact that carriers have no argument as to difference in expenses 


of furnishing a 50-foot car over a 46-foot car, due to fact that 
there are more 50-foot cars than 46-foot cars. 


Answer: Where a carrier publishes minimum weights in 
connection with a commodity, which vary according to the 
length of the car ordered by a shipper, freight charges must be 
paid on the minimum weight for the length of car ordered and 
under such circumstances there exists no ground for a refund 
of any part of the charges assessed. 


The Commission has prescribed so-called sliding scale mini- 
mums in connection with various commodities and it is a com- 
mon practice for the carriers to publish such minimums in con- 
nection with various articles. For a discussion of the factors 
which justify the publication of such minimums, see the Com- 
mission’s opinion in I. and S. docket 76, 25 I. C. C. 442 (480, 
481); 54.1. C. C. 1 (24, 25); Cotton Batting in W. T. L. Territory, 
$1 1. C. C. 535, 637. 


Customs Duties—Liability of Shipper for, Where Carrier Ad- 
vances Charges, but Cannot Collect from Consignee 

Canada.—Question: Last month we made an express ship- 
ment to New York which was composed of four parcels; ship- 
ment was accompanied with all necessary Canadian and Ameri- 
can shipping and customs documents, including a copy of the 
American consular invoice, on which it was plainly stated that 
port of arrival was to be Rouse’s Point, N. Y., and that goods 
would be cleared at that point. 

We did not authorize or give the express company any in- 
structions to either act for us or the consignee to clear the goods 
and pay the U. S. customs duty. Through some unknown error 
to us, part of the shipment (three parcels out of four) were 
delivered to consignee in New York a few days later without 
any charges being collected; still a few days afterward the ex- 
press company presented the consignee with the fourth parcel, 
asking at the same time for payment of duty charges, which 
the consignee refused to’ pay, and handed back the whole ship- 
ment to the express company, with instructions to return the 
goods to us. We gave the express company instructions to have 
the goods returned to us, but they claim that inasmuch as it is 
impossible to obtain refund of the customs duty paid to the 
U. S..Customs at time of importation, we will have to reimburse 
them with this amount of duty before the goods can be returned 
to us. 

Kindly advise if this was not a mistake on the part of the 
express company to pay the U. S. customs duty when they were 
not authorized to so so (see General Circular No. 5-A, “Customs 
requirements and regulations in connection with shipment to 
and from Canada”), and state also if we cannot compel the 
express company to have these goods returned to us without 
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having to reimburse them with the American duty paid by them 
without authorization. 

Answer: It does not appear to us that the delivery of part 
of the shipment at destination without a demand for the payment 
of the customs duties by the consignee was the approximate cause 
of the shipper’s loss, in the event that he is required to pay the 
customs duties, for the reason that it is apparent that the con- 
signee did not expect to pay the customs charges and would 
have refused payment thereof, had they been demanded at the 
time the goods were delivered. The consignee having returned 
the goods to the carrier and you having instructed the return 
of the goods to point of origin, whether you are liable for the 
customs duties before the carrier can be required to return 
the goods to you depends upon whether the carrier was authorized 
or justified in paying thé charges, by reason of your having 
delivered a shipment to it for transportation, the nature of which 
shipment required the payment of import duties as a condition 
precedent to its movement to point of destination. While you 
may not have specifically authorized the carrier to pay the im- 
* port duties, it would appear that you impliedly did so in deliver- 
ing to it a shipment for transportation to a point in a foreign 
country, knowing that import duties must be paid as a condition 
precedent to the entry of the goods into that foreign country. 
The fact that the shipment was accompanied by customs docu- 
ments seems to strengthen the implication that the carrier was 
expected to pay the customs duties and charge the same to the 
account of either you or the consignee. This is true, unless 
there were other circumstances which would negative this im- 
plication. 

Routing and Misrouting—Company Material 

New York.—Question: If a shipment is made from Buffalo, 
N. Y., to Kansas City, Mo., routed via carriers “A” and “B” 
via St. Louis and the originating carrier, the A R. R. misroutes 
the shipment, giving it to the C instead of the B Railroad, al- 
though the rate is the same via either of the roads, will you 
kindly advise who should properly file claim? 

The shipment was consigned to the B Railroad and if 
moved over their road it would have been hauled free of charge, 
but the originating carrier moved it over the C Railroad. Is 
there not a ruling in the American Railway Association regu- 
lations that specifically permits one carrier to debit the revenue 
that they have been deprived of by this misrouting? 

Under such circumstances, will you kindly advise what is 
the most logical manner to handle such a case; that is, should 
the B Railroad bill the A Railroad for their portion of. the 
revenue they would have received had the shipment moved as 
routed, or is it up to the shipper to file claim against the origi- 
nating carrier if the B Railroad elects to bill the shipper on 
account of a railroad error which is in no way whatsoever the 
shipper’s fault? 

Answer: With respect to this question, see the Commis- 
sion Conference Ruling No. 143 and its opinion in Switzer Lum- 
ber Co. vs. T. & N. O. R. R. Co., 21 I. C. C. 290. Under the 
above rulings of the Commission, the initial carrier is liable for 
misroute in delivering the shipment to carrier C instead of 
to carrier B. The shipment having moved ‘over the line of 
carrier C, the freight charges applicable via the route of move- 
ment must be assessed on the shipment, carrier A being liable 
to the shipper for the difference between the charges which 
would have applied had the shipment moved as routed, and 
the rate. applicable via the route of movement. 

In this conneetion, see the Commission’s opinion in Beek- 
man Lumber Co. vs. St. I. & S. F. R. R. Co., 21 I. C. C. 270, 
relating to the charge which the shipper must pay on shipments 
consigning to a point located on the purchasing carrier and 
routed so as to accord the purchasing carrier a haul from its 
junction with the initial or intermediate carrier over which the 
shipment has been routed from point of origin. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing in I. and S. 3199, combination rule on live stock 
in Western Trunk Line territory, assigned for December 14, at 
Topeka, Kan., before Examiner Carney, was canceled. 

Hearing in No. 21478, Federated Metals Corp. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
Ry. et al., assigned for December 14, at New York, N. Y., before 
Hxaminer Colvin, was postponed to date to be hereafter fixed. 
: Docket 21480, Wm. Wrigley, Jr., Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 
et al., was assigned for hearing in Washington, D. C., December 
14, before Examiner Sullivan. 

Finance dockets 6920 and 6921, assigned for hearing at 
Washington, D. C., before Examiner Molster, were changed to the 
a date and place before Examiner Sullivan, with finance No. 

Hearing in No. 21034, Southwestern Engineering Corp. vs. 
A. T & S. F. Ry. et al., assigned for December 12, at Los Angeles, 
Calif., before Examiners Flynn and Way, was canceled. 

Hearing in No. 21018, Edmund D. Codman vs. B. & M. R. R. 


_ et al, assigned for December 10, at Washington, D. C., before 


Examiner Harraman, was canceled and reassigned for January 
4, at Washington, D. C., before Examiner Harraman. 
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CONTAINER SERVICE INQUIRY 


The Commission, in No. 21723, in the matter of contain; 
service, has instituted a general inquiry into all phases of the 
container service, such as is proposed by the Missouri Pacific jp 
tariffs suspended in I. and S. No. 3198, and is in effect on other 
carriers in the country. It has made every Class I railroad, the 
government barge line, and other barge companies, including 
the Transmarine Lines canal division, respondents. It has get 
the proceeding for hearing in Washington, February 6, before 
Commissioner Porter and Examiner Ames in connection with 
I. and S. No. 3198, and at such other times and places as it 
may hereafter direct. 

The Commission’s order in No. 723, in the matter of cop. 
tainer service follows: 


It appearing, That there has been filed with the commission by 
the Missouri Pacific Railroad Company, a tariff containing rates 
on merchandise, loaded in containers, between St. Louis, Mo., and 
various points, and the legality of such tariff being under considera- 
tion in a separate investigation, and 

It further appearing, That the matter of container cars and the 
use thereof being of primary and increasing importance to the ship- 
ping public and to the carriers, 

t is ordered, That the commission upon its own motion enter 
upon an investigation into the rates, charges, rules, regulations and 
practices of commen carriers by railroad subject to the interstate 
commerce act incident to the use of such equipment, said investiga- 
tion to include a full inquiry into the ownership, operation, use, 
management or other enjoyment of such facilities, the history of 
the service to date, the rates charged or to be charged for this 
service, the character and complete operation of the service, any 
contractual arrangements, express or implied, with persons, firms, 
or corporations, which have any bearing upon or affect in any manner 
the charges paid by the shipping public or the revenue received by 
the carriers using, or proposing to use containers, and any and all 
other information germane to the subject matter of the inquiry, in 
so far as it relates to interstate or foreign commerce, with the view 
of determining whether the present rates, charges, rules, regulations 
and practices of respondents or any of them are just, reasonable, or 
in any respect in violation of law and of making such findings and 
orders in the premises and prescribing such just, reasonable and 
lawful rates, charges, rules, regulations, and practices, and taking 
such other and further action, as the facts and circumstances may 
appear to warrant. 

It is further ordered, That this order be served upon all class I 
carriers by railroad in the United States, and upon the Mississippi- 
Warrior Service, Transmarine Lines (Canal Division), American 
Barge Line Company, Westwego Petroleum Barge Line, Inc., Mar- 
rero Barge Line, Inc., Coastwise Steamship & Barge Company, Ches- 
ley Tug & Barge Company, and that such carriers be, and they are 
hereby, made respondents to this proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That this proceeding be assigned for hear- 
ing, along with I. & S. Docket No. 3198, at the office of this com- 
mission at Washington, D. C., at 10 a. m., February 6, 1929, before 
Commissioner Porter and Examiner Ames, and at such other times 
and places as the Commission may hereafter direct. 


SOUTHEAST SHIPPERS’ BOARD 


A net volume of business in January, February and March 
three per cent greater than for the corresponding period this 
year is expected by representatives of agriculture, commerce 
and industry, according to reports at the twenty-fourth regular 
meeting of the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory Board, at Jackson- 
ville, Fla., December 7. It was estimated that 962,522 cars will 
be required, as against the actual loading the first quarter of 
this year of 936,285 cars. 

Increases ranging from 2 to 12 per cent were predicted by 
the alcohol, aluminum, brick and clay products, cement, chem- 
icals, fresh vegetables, excluding potatoes, furniture, lumber and 
forest products, machinery, castings and boilers, miscellaneous, 
petroleum and products, and pulp, paper and products indus- 
tries. Shipments of citrus fruits will be 46 per cent greater, 
grain and flour, meal and other mill products 5 per cent and 
cottonseed and products 17 per cent, it was said. 

Movement of fertilizer and materials, sugar, syrup and mo- 
lasses, crushed stone, sand, gravel and slag, iron and steel, naval 
stores and textiles will equal that of first three months of 1928. 

A decrease of 5 per cent, due to advent of natural gas into 
the city of New Orleans and further extension of hydro-electric 
power lines, is anticipated by the coal and coke industry. Move- 
ment of sweet potatoes will be 15 per cent under:this year. 

Movement of fertilizer and materials, furniture, iron and 
stel, southern pine and cypress lumber, pulp, paper and prod- 
ucts, machinery, naval stores, alcohol and aluminum will con- 
tinue at present levels, while increases are contemplated in all 
other industries. 

Better markets are looked for by the brick, clay and prod- 
ucts, furniture, hardwood lumber, miscellaneous, pulp, paper 
and products, sugar, syrup and molasses and textile industries. 
Present satisfactery markets in other lines are expected to be 
maintained. 

The iron and steel industry expects a continuation of cur- 
rent fair markets, but prospective markets of naval stores are 
reported uncertain. 

Large stocks were reported by the brick, clay and products 
industry and subnormal stocks by the furniture, iron and steel 
and lumber and forest products interests; all other industries 


reported prospective stocks on hand normal and ample. 


S. L. Yerkes, vice-president, Grider Coal Sales Agency, Bir- 
mingham, Ala., was reelected general chairman; Thomas J. 
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Burke, commissioner, Charleston Traffic Bureau, Charleston, 
S. C., was reelected vice-chairman, and E. Del Wood, traffic 
manager, Chattanooga Manufacturers’ Association, Chattanooga, 
Tenn., was reelected general secretary. 

An executive committee, consisting of one member from the 
-state of Louisiana and two members for Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Mississippi, North and South Carolina, Tennessee and 
Virginia, was elected. ° 

George B. Elliott, president, Atlantic Coast Line, addressed 
the board. He stressed the mutual interest of the railroads and 
other business interests, saying that, “while everybody knows 
that if business declines, the railroads. starve, the corresponding 
truth that, if the railroads starve, business will die, is generally 
overlooked.” Business generally had profited substantially as 
the result of the railway service of the last few years, he said, 
but because of inadequate revenues the railroads were facing a 
serious situation. Further impairment of revenues, he held, 
would make it impossible for the carriers to continue furnishing 
the sort of service they were giving. He declared that there 
was an immediate necessity for the formation of a public opin- 
ion that would put a stop to the continual paring away of the 
carriers’ revenues, if general business was not to be affected. 
In detailing the various things which he spoke of as “chipping” 
away the rate structure, he referred to the Hoch-Smith resolu- 
tion, motor bus and truck competition, and the continual efforts 
on the part of individual industries to obtain reductions. “Poor 
railroads cannot continue to give good service, and continued 
rate chipping of necessity means poor railroads and, ultimately, 
poor business,” he said. 


ALLEGHENY SHIPPERS’ BOARD 


Estimates that 142,158 more freight cars will be required 
for transportation of outbound shipments in January, February, 
and March, 1929, than in the corresponding period of 1928 were 
presented at the second annual meeting of the Allegheny Ship- 
pers’ Advisory Board at Pittsburgh December 13. This repre- 
sents an increase of 14.1 per cent. 

Through its commodity committee, the board estimates that 
the coal and coke interests alone will use 121,414 more cars, 
an increase of 17.2 per cent. Closely following is the iron and 
steel industry, with estimated increase of 9,014 cars, or 5.1 per 
cent. The gravel, sand, and stone shippers expect an increase 
of 7,383 cars, or 23.1 per cent, 1,237 more cars, or 18.0 per cent, 
will be required by the shippers of chemicals and explosives; 
and the petroleum and products manufacturers will need 1,158 
more cars, or 5.4 per cent. 

Other increases predicted are in fresh fruits, 5.0 per cent; 
potatoes, 10.0 per cent; live stock, 5.0 per cent; castings, ma- 
chinery, and boilers, 9.9 per cent; cement, 2.8 per cent; brick 
and clay products, 1.6 per cent; lime, 3.5 per cent; agricultural 
implements and vehicles, other than automobiles, 5.3 per cent; 
fertilizers of all kinds, 18:4 per cent; paper and paper products, 
8.6 per cent, and canned goods, 2.3 per cent; representing the 
so called “basic” industries of the district. 

Increases are also expected in the following: Aluminum 
and aluminum products, 10.3 per cent; earthenware and pot- 
tery, 5.4 per cent; electrical goods, 4.6 per cent; enamelware, 
5.6 per cent; glass and glass products, 16.1 per cent; iron and 
steel scrap, 9.7 per cent; rubber and rubber products, 20.5 per 
cent; sanitary ware, 10.0 per cent; miscellaneous, 4.0 per cent. 

Decreases are expected in some lines, as follows: Grain, 
5.0 per*cent; lumber and forest products, 1.1 per cent; paving 
brick, 2.5 per cent; coke, 1.8 per cent; rough, rolled and ribbed 
glass, 6.9 per cent; hollow building tile, 2.7 per cent; leather 
and leather products, 5.3 per cent; sewer pipe, 8.7 per cent; 
slag, 1.5 per cent, and tin plate .1 per cent. 

The transportation and traffic officers of the carriers, with- 
out exception, stated their ability to handle the expected in- 
crease in business. Several roads have reported new freight 
cars and locomotives installed in the past three months, and a 
substantial number of cars and locomotives now in storage wa; 
reported by most lines. The percentage of bad order cars and 
locomotives was reported as normal and terminal and system 
situations in good shape. Carriers reported that all orders for 
cars in the last three months had been met one hundred per 
cent. 

The banking committee reported the condition of general 

business as being fair to good and, in some communities, as 
excellent. With regard to the financial situation, clearings 
averaged about the same as last year; deposits somewhat above 
1927; and savings showed substantial increases. Generally, 
liquidations have been satisfactory; where unsatisfactory con- 
ditions have existed, improvements are noted, particularly in 
the coal-producing sections. 
The following officers were elected: General chairman, 
Royal E. Cook, traffic manager, H. J. Heinz Company, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; vice-general chairman, J. M. Belleville, general 
traffic manager, Pittsburgh Plate Glass Company, Pittsburgh; 
General secretary, Ernest H. Gilbert, president, Gilbert-Davis 
Coal Company, Morgantown, W. Va.; secretary, Charles Brooks. 

Applications for membership of 50 persons were approved, 
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bringing the total membership to 1,427, embracing a majority 
of the prominent concerns of the district. 

The next meeting will be at the George Washington Hotel, 
Washington, Pennsylvania, March 14. 


CENTRAL WESTERN BOARD 


Business conditions in the territory of the Central Westery 
Shippers’ Advisory Board the first quarter of 1929 will be ap. 
proximately the same as in the same period this year, according 
to reports of the commodity committees at the sixteenth regular 
meeting of the board at Ogden, Utah, December 12. 

Increases were predicted in the movement of canned goods, 
beans, cement, dairy products, flour and mill products, lumber 
and forest products, petroleum and its products and ore. De 
creases are expected in the movement of coal, grain, live Stock, 
potatoes and hay. 

A meeting of the agricultural council was held December jj 
to consider matters with respect to the potato industry. 

The principal speakers at the banquet the evening of De. 
cember 12 were Paul Clagstone, manager, western division, 
United States Chamber of Commerce, and William Jeffers, vice. 
president, Union Pacific. John E. Curtis, of the Nebraska com. 
mission, was toastmaster. 

There was an attendance of over two hundred. The next 
meeting will be held at Kearney, Neb., June 29. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


There was an attendance of over 700 at a dinner meeting 
of the Traffic Club of New York at the Waldorf November 27 
at which officers were elected. The nominees, as reported in 
The Traffic World of November 17, were elected. E. R. Bardgett, 
retiring president, was presented with a watch by the board of 
governors. A forum meeting was held at the Park Central 
December 11. Ralph P. Bird, vice-president, was in charge. 
The subject was “Port of New York Authority Development.” 
John C. Magill, special representative, Maritime Exchange, was 
the speaker. He discussed the need for cooperation in defend- 
ing the port against efforts on the part of its competitors to 
divert traffic from it to them. Dinner was served. 


The Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles held a meeting 
at the Alexandria Hotel December 5. Burton H. Truitt, assist- 
ant superintendent of mails, spoke on “Postal Service and Dis- 
tribution of Mails.” A “Christmas Party” will be held in the club 
rooms of the Central Manufacturing District December 29. 


The Jacksonville Traffic Club will hold a “Holiday Ladies’ 
Night” at the Windsor Hotel December 28. There will be danc- 
ing and bridge. 


The Transportation Club of St. Paul held a luncheon at the 
Union Depot dining room December 11. Irl Morse, attorney, 
spoke on “Battle of Giants.” 


The York Traffic Club held a meeting at the Manufacturers’ 
Association Assembly Room December 13. Candidates for office 
were nominateg. 


_ The Pacific Traffic Association held a meeting at the Palace 
Hotel, San Francisco, December 11. A. M. Reinhardt, assistant 
general freight agent, Santa Fe, spoke on “Rate and Territorial 
Classification.” Glen Hood, who was in charge of entertainment 
in Yosemite Valley last summer, gave a short talk, illustrated 
with moving pictures, on the park. Officers were nominated. 


The Traffic Club of Wichita elected the following officers 
December 3: President, C. C. Raynolds, district sales manager, 
Wichita Flour Mills Company; first vice-president, H. E. Morris, 
assistant general freight and passenger agent, Frisco; second 
vice-president, Harrold T. Johnson, traffic manager, United Sash 
and Door Company; secretary-treasurer, W. C. Morehouse, assist- 
ant traffic manager, Kansas. Milling Company; directors (two 
years), E. O. Morre, export traffic manager, Kansas Milling 
Company, and H: G. Watts, traffic manager, Derby Oil Com- 
pany. The officers will be inaugurated January 3. A meeting 
was held at the Wichita Club December 13., C. J. Greene, gen- 
eral auditor, K. C. M. & O., was the speaker. 


The Omaha Traffic Club will hold a meeting “Union Pacific 
Night,” January 9. Carl R. Gray, president of that road, and 
F. W. Robinson, vice-president in charge of traffic, will address 


‘the club. 


The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a luncheon at the 
Palmer House December 17. Rufus C. Dawes will speak on 
“The Chicago World’s Fair Centennial Celebration.” The in- 
vited guests include a large number of railroad presidents and 
executive officers and others prominent in industry and banking. 


The Traffic Club of Dallas has elected the following officers: 
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GHIPMENTS under through bills of lading 
are moved across the border with utmost 

ency; movement to final destination is 
resumed without delay, once shipments are 
cleared through customs house. 























Customs Agencies 


The National Railways of Mexico maintain official cus- 

toms agencies at El Paso, Pass, Laredo and Soawas. 
ville, Texas, which are fully equipped to handle all 
shipments. The employment of these agencies affords 
many advantag Se; Diatiidieiy in billing of euceavund 
incidental pea including importation duties to be 
collected at destination. 


Fast Freight Service 


Allimport freight receives prompt and careful attention; 
is forwarded to destination on daily fast freight colina. 


For Complete Information 
Communicate with 


F. P. De Hoyos, Gen. Agt. G. B. Aleman, Gen. Agt. 
1515 Penn Bldg. 2195 Ry. Exch. Bldg. 
New York City St. Louis, Mo. 
F. N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. 
441 Monadnock Bl 414 Whitney Bank B 
San Francisco, Calif. New Orleans, La. 





Chicago, Ill. 
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President, N. L. Rankin, Texas & Pacific; first vice-president, 
W. R. Martin, district freight agent, Pennsylvania; second vice- 
president, P. D. Damron, traffic manager, Armstrong Packing 
Company; third vice-president, P. H. Smith, district freight 
agent, M. K. & T.; secretary-treasurer, O. K. Sanders, traffic 
representative, B. & O. 


Lester E. Weirs, president of the Traffic Club of Kalamazoo 
for 1929, was one of the charter members and has been active 
in the work of the club since its organization ten years ago, 
having been elected 
to various offices 
and twice sent as 
delegate to meetings 
of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of 
America. He started 
in transportation 
work as a switchman 
on the Chicago, Kal- 
amazoo & Saginaw 
Railway, April 14, 
1901, at the age of 
16 years, entering 
the traffic depart- 
ment of that com- 
pany in 1904, after 
having lost an arm 
while coupling cars, 
advancing to the po- 
sition of freight 
agent May 1, 1909, 
which position he 
held until June 1, 
1925, at which time 
he left railroad work, 
after 24 years of 
service with one 
company, to join the 
ranks of the ship- 
pers, being elected 
secretary of the 





Ryder Coal Company. He is in charge of traffic for that com- © 


pany, which has a large retail business at Kalamazoo and a 
large jobbing business in Michigan, Indiana and Illinois. The 
Traffic Club of Kalamazoo has adopted the educational program 
of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America. 


The Traffic Club of Kansas City held a luncheon, designated 
“Flour Millers’ Day,” at the Kansas City Athletic Club December 
11. Thad Hoffman, president, Kansas Flour Mills Corporation, 
spoke on “Sincerity of Purpose,” and L. E. Moses, president, 
Southwestern Millers’ League, spoke on a “Brief History of the 
Milling Industry.” There was a program of music and vaude- 
ville. The third annual Christmast service will be held at the 
Kansas City Athletic Club December 18. An address will be 
delivered by the Rev. Benjamin M. Washburn, St. Paul’s Epis- 
copal Church. A full vested choir of from 50 to 60 voices, under 
the direction of Clarence D. Sears, will provide music. 





The Traffic Club of Minneapolis held a luncheon at the 
Nicoltet Hotel December 13. Ivan Bowen and Perry R. Moore 
spoke on “Modern Motor Truck Transportation.” Members of 
the state commision were invited. An elaborate “Souvenir 
Annual” was distributed to the members at the annual banquet 
December 6. The annual has 100 pages and contains articles 
concerning the activities of the club, pictures of the officers, 
club roster, and other things of interest to traffic men. 





The Traffic Club of St. Joseph held a meeting at the Hotel 
Robidoux December 4. Isaiah Hale, safety superintendent, Santa 
Fe, spoke on safety and relations between management and 
employes. 

The Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit will hold its annual 
election December 17. Dinner will be served and there will be 
a program of entertainment. The ticket presented by the nom- 
inating committee is headed by G. Osterman, Timken Axle Com- 
pany, and F. H. Rhode, Fisher Body Corporation, candidates for 
president. The committee has recommended discontinuance of 
the custom of elevating the officers by successive steps through 
the offices of first and second vice-president, and that the by- 
laws be amended to permit the offices of secretary and treasurer 
to be held by one person. It also suggests discontinuance of 
the existing method of open balloting. 





The Norfolk-Portsmouth Traffic Club held its fourth annual 
dinner at the Norfolk Country Club December 13. Entertain- 
ment included dancing, bridge and music. 
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ca The San Antonie Traffic Club held a meeting at the Y. M. De Rafoli December 10. The following officers were elected: 
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C. A. December 10. James Allison Blythe, campaign Manage, 
American City Bureau, Chicago, was the speaker. 4 











The Women’s Traffic Club of San Francisco held a me 
at the Women’s City Club December 6. The program wag 
ranged by Jessie G. Inglis, of Norton, Lilly & Co. James A 
Decatur, commercial agent, Western Union Telegraph Company 
spoke on the “History of the Telegram.” ‘ 













The annual election of officers and directors of the Ng 
Orleans Traffic Club was announced December 10, at a m 
at the Roosevelt Hotel. Business and growth of the club for the 
last year were reviewed and a campaign launched for a mep. 
bership of 500 by the end of 1929. Announcements of the club, 
annual Christmas supper-dance December 15, at the Southey 
Yacht Club, and the third annual banquet, January 12, at thy 
Hotel Roosevelt were made. The toastmaster for this 
sion will be E. T. George, vice-president, Seaboard Refin 
Company, and the speaker will be B. G. Dahlberg, president, 
Celotex Company. The following offices were elected: Prog. 
dent, W. H. DeFrance, superintendent docks, Board of Commis. 
sioners, port of New Orleans; first vice-president, E. W. Owen, 
assistant secretary, Southern Cypress Manufacturers’ Associatigy 
and traffic manager, Louisiana Red Cypress Company; second 
vice-president, J. E. Fitzwilson, executive general agent, South. 
ern Railway, vice-president, New Orleans & Northeastern anj 
vice-president, New Orleans Terminal Company; third vice. 
president, J. H. O’Dowd, assistant freight traffic manager, Uniteq 
Fruit Company; secretary, E. C. Marks, general soliciting agent, 
Dixie Steamship Company, Lykes-Ripley Steamship Company, 
Mississippi Shipping Company and Tampa-Inter-Ocean Steamship 
Company; treasurer, H. J. Pattison, freight traffic representative, 
Mobile & Ohio; directors (two years), Jospeh Lallande, genera] 
freight agent, Southern Pacific, and F. A. Edmondson, general] 
agent, Frisco; directors (one year), A. J. Coburn, Jr., district 
freight agent, Penick & Ford, Ltd.; C. E. Dahlin, traffic manager, 
Celotex Company; J. L. Hogan, general agent, Texas & Pacific, 





































and G. W. Kingsmill, city freight agent, Louisville & Nashville, Men 
Adam Lorch, Jr., vice-president and general manager, New ps 





Orleans Transfer Company, having been elected last year, is a 
“carry-over” director. 












The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago held its monthly meeting 
December 6, in the rooms of the Traffic Club of Chicago. Mo- 
tion pictures of New Mexico, Arizona and California were 
shown through the courtesy of the A. T. & S. F. Prizes, in the 
form of money, were presented the winners in a drawing. 










George F. Hichborn, the new president of the Traffic Club 
of New York, was born in Boston, Mass. He began railroading 
as office boy in the 
general manager's 
office of the National 
Despatch Fast 
Freight Line (Cen- 
tral Vermont-Grand 
Trunk Route) in Sep- 
tember, 1892, and 
worked up through 
various jobs to trav- 
eling freight agent 
in northern New 
England. After a 
year on the road he 
went back to office 
work as chief clerk 
to D. T. Lawrence, 
New England agent 
of the National Des- 
patch Line. January 
1, 1903, he was ap- 
pointed general 
agent, Great Eastern 
Fast Freight Line, 
with office in New 
York City. January 
1, 1907, he was ap- 
pointed general] traf- 
fic manager of the 
United States Rub- 
ber Company, New York. He has been a member of the Broad- 
way squad for over 25 years, a charter member of the Traffic 
Club of New York and has served it in various capacities, in- 
cluding the vice-presidency and membership on the board of 
governors. He is a member of the executive committee of the 
National Industrial Traffic League and an active member of the 
New York Athletic Club, Lotos Club and the Crescent Athletic 
Club of Brooklyn. 











The Traffic Forum of New York held a meeting at the Villa 











Responsible— 
Reliable — Reasonable 


228-236 West Fourth Street 


“Surrounded by the Wholesale Districs” 


Merchandise Storage 

Low Insurance Rates 

Pool Car Distribution 

Freight Forwarders and Distributors 

City Delivery Service, Twice Daily 

Prompt and Efficient Service 

Excellent System of Stock Records 
and Reports 


THE TRAFFIC 


Members: American CHain of Warehouses, American 
Warehousemen’s Association, Traffic Club of K. C., 
Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, United States 


Chamber of Commerce. 
Write us for Information and Rates 


hoice of Experienced Travelers 
THE FINEST TRAINS IN THE WORLD 


The “New 


NoRTH WESTERN 


LIMITED 


CHICAGO - ST. PAUL - MINNEAPOLIS 


The elegance of its furnishings, the 
distinctive appointments provided 
for comfort, the smoothness of its 
operation, its superb cuisine, the 
high character of its personnel, all 
contribute to make a journey on 
this fine equipage the utmost in 
travel comfort. 


Ly.Chicago . . . . 6:30P.M. 
Lv. Evanston (Davis St.) 6:49 P.M. 
Ar. St.Paul . ... . 7:00A.M. 
Ar. Minneapolis. . . 7:35A.M. 


FEATURES 
Hyatt Quiet Roller 
Bearings 
Ray Glass Enclosed 
Solarium 
Bedrooms, single or 
en suite 
Individual 
Porcelain Washbowls 
New North Western type 
coil-spring cushion 
Mattresses 
Luxurious Club Lounge 
Famous Table d’ Hote 
Dinner 
Parchment Shaded Lights 
Real Soda Fountain 
Servidor Service 
Electric Cigar Lighters 
Latest type ventilating, 
lighting and heating 


The New 


CORN KING 
LIMITED 


CHICAGO - OMAHA - SIOUX CITY 


This train of splendor, operating 
over the only double-track railway 
to Omaha, which is protected by 
automatic train control all the way, 
provides an overnight journey that 
is unequalled in restfulness, safety, 
and elegance. 


Lv. Chicago . . . . 6:05P.M. 
Lv. Oak Park. . . . 6:21 P.M. 
» Ar.Omaha ... . 7:25A.M. 


Ar. Sioux City . . . 8:15A.M. 


BP IY Wi SS PT RI 


C. A. CAIRNS, Passenger Traffic Mgr. CHICAGO & TICKET OFFICES 


A. R. GOULD, Asst. Pase’r Traffic Mgr. 148 S. Clark Street, Tel. Dearborn 2323 
R. THOMSON, Asst. Pass’r Traffic Mar. 226 W. Jackson St., Tel. Dearborn 212] 
M. R. LEAHY, General Passenger Agent Passenger Terminal, Tel. Dearborn 2323 

226 West Jackson St., Chicago, Ill. RAILW AY Pase’r Information, Tel. Dearborn 2060 
1989AA : 
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President, S. Moss, traffic counsel; vice-president, Cc. M. Freeth, 
Phillips-JJones Company; treasurer, O. Olson, Phillip Morris 
Company; recording secretary, C. Metz, Ocean Steamship. Com- 
pany; corresponding secretary, H. Jackness, Nestle’s Food Com- 
pany. 


The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold a luncheon, designated 
“Mobile & Ohio Day,” December 17, at the New Hotel Jefferson. 


The Grand Rapids Transportation Club will hold a dinner 
meeting at the Association of Commerce December 20. W. I. 
Herron, deputy collector, United States Customs Office, Grand 
Rapids, will be the speaker. There will be music and entertain- 
ment. 


Personal Notes , 


. W. C. Hartnett, general agent, Northern Pacific at Cincinnati, 

died December 9, after a brief illness, from pneumonia. He 
was in the traffic department of the Northern Pacific for 25 
years, and was a member of the Cincinnati and Louisville traffic 
clubs. He was 47 years old. 

The offices of Milton P. Bauman have been removed from 
the Chamber of Commerce Building to 15 Exchange Place, Jer- 
sey City, N. J. He is traffic manager for a number of companies. 

George F. Kleinhoffer has been appointed general agent, 
Texas Electric Railway, at Kansas City. 

T. E. McAndrews has been appointed assistant general 
freight agent of the Erie, in charge of solicitation, Chicago 
district. 

R. H. Parsons has been appointed commercial agent, D. & H., 
at Chicago. 

The Redwood Line, Inc., has opened a general agency at 
New York. H. E. DeVoy has been appointed general agent. 

F. E. Williamson has been elected president of the C. B. & 
Q. He came to that line as executive vice-president less than 
three months ago, from the Northern Pacific, of which he was 
vice-president in charge of operation. He succeeds Hale Holden, 
who resigned to become chairman of the board of directors of 
the Southern Pacific in New York. Mr. Williamson also becomes 
chairman of the executive committee. C. E. Spens succeeds 
him as executive vice-president. Mr. Spens is succeeded by 
H. H. Holcomb, freight traffic manager, as vice-president in 
charge of traffic. The appointments are effective January 1. 

E. J. Pearson, whose retirement as president of the N. Y. 
N. H. & H. was to have been effective December 15, died at 
Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, December 7. Death was 
caused by cerebral hemorrhage. 

A. W. Whiskin has been appointed traveling freight agent, 
Wabash, at Toronto, Ont., succeeding R. C. Drew, resigned to 
engage in other business. 


ST. LOUIS SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 


The St. Louis Shippers’ Conference Association held a meet- 
ing at the American Hotel Annex December 11. The subjects 
on the docket were as follows:*. Report of hearing on proposed 
municipal bridge ordinance; scaling of coal by the Terminal 
Railroad Association; merchandise steel containers; air service; 
joint through rates via Alton and Southern; Mississippi-Warrior 
Barge Line service, and report of nominating committee. 


CANADIAN TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


The annual meeting of the Canadian Industrial Traffic 
League will be held at Toronto, Ont., January 31. The execu- 
tive council will meet January 30, both meetings to be held at 
the King Edward Hotel. The executive council will hold business 
sessions at 10 a. m. and 2 p. m., January 30, and the following 
day, the program for the annual meeting includes business ses- 
sions at.the same time, a reception at 6:30 p. m., and the annual 
dinner at 7 p. m. 


CHICAGO SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 


At a meeting of the Chicago Shippers’ Conference Associa- 
tion, December 12, a motion was adopted authorizing the 
executive committee to intervene and participate for the pro- 
tection of the interests of Chicago shippers in the following 
cases: Docket 21262, brought by the Green Bay (Wis.) Asso- 
ciation of Commerce, in which rates on iron and steel from 
Chicago to Green Bay are attacked; docket 21665, brought by 
the North Carolina corporation commission, in which rates from 
Virginia cities and Central Freight Association territory to 
points in North Carolina are attacked, and docket 21321, brought 
by the Commonwealth of Kentucky and others, attacking rates 
from various territories to Kentucky points. C. E. Hochstedler, 
of the Chicago Association of Commerce, was also authorized, 
by motion, to represent the shippers’ association at the hearing 
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at Dallas, January 7, in I. & S. 3198, involving rates on mer. 
chandise in shipping containers between St. Louis and varioy 
points in the southwest. . 

Chairmen of the various committees made their reports 
reviewing activities of the last year. In that connection there 
was frequent comment on the increased efficiency of railroag 
operation. R. C. Ross, chairman of the service committee, 
that his committee had not received a single complaint in the 
year, either in the matter of obtaining cars or the servi 
accorded. To emphasize the fact that that indicated improye 
ment, he said: “In years past we didn’t have to solicit cop. 
plaints.” After detailing the work of his committee in checking 
the movement from sub-stations in the district, 94.5 per cent of 
which he said was effected within 24 hours, he declared tha 
“everybody seems to think he is getting very satisfacotry 
service.” 


NEW YORK SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 


The announcement was made this week at the monthly 
meeting of the Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York } 
W. H. Chandler, chairman, that a formal complaint would be 
filed with the Comission charging that the express companies 
have been imposing rates in excess of the formula laid down 
by the Commission in 1922. Parties to the complaint will ip. 
clude the National Industrial Traffic League, the New England 
Traffic League, and Boston Chamber of Commerce. (See Traffic 
World, Dec. 1, p. 1241.) 

A resolution was adopted recommending that an amendment 
to the public service law be passed giving the Public Service 
Commission authority to grant reparations to shippers substan- 
tially on the same grounds as done by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

Walter Bockstahler, vice-president of the United States 
Freight Company, gave a description of the container car system 
of transporting goods. 


SOUTHERN TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


There were approximately fifty in attendance at the quarterly 
meeting of the Southern Traffic League at Jacksonville, Fla, 
December 6. P. E. Odell, vice-president and general manager 
of the Gulf, .Mobile & Northern, was the principal speaker at 
an entertainment in the evening, attended by a large number 
of the members of the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory Board, 
which met there the following day. His subject was “Develop- 
ment of the South.” ; 

“The south, indeed, is today on the threshold of an era of 
material and industrial progress unlimited in its possibilities. 
For the last decade or two there has been a remarkable change 
in its economic status. It has emerged from a long and almost 
complete dependence on agriculture, and it is slowly, but none 
the less surely, awakening to the fact that its resources scarcely 
have been touched and that its full power has never been 
exercised,” he declared. 


‘Mr. Odell was introduced by A. G. T. Moore, manager, South- 
ern Pine Association, New Orleans. C. S. Tyler, president of 
the Jacksonville Traffic Club, was in charge of the program. 
Included in the entertainment was a showing of the picture, 
“The Fair of the Iron Horse,” through the courtesy of the B. & 0. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
November 23-30, inclusive, was 222,539, as compared with 194,092 
cars in the preceding period, according to the car service division 
of the American Railway Association. No shortage was reported. 
The surplus was made up as follows: 


Box, 86,753; ventilated box, 186; auto and furniture 
box, 104,272; flat, 8,237; gondola, 42,529; hopper, 33,270; total coal, 
75,799; coke, 541; S. D. stock, 19,592; D. D. stock, 3,648; refrigerator, 
8,980; tank, 416; miscellaneous, 1,054. 


17,333; total’ 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 150 auto and furniture 
and 300 refrigerator cars. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 
Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the week 


-ended December 8 totaled 15,412 cars, as compared with 14,608 


cars (revised) the preceding week and 14,304 cars in the cor- 
responding period of 1927, according to compilations from carrier 
reports made by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics of the 
Department of Agriculture. Shipments were reported as fol- 
lows: 


Apples, 2,559 cars; imports, 3 cars; carrots, 199 cars; cabbage, 
654 cars; cauliflower, 335 cars; celery, 742 cars; cucumbers, 12. cars; 
grapefruit, 768 cars; grapes, 433 cars; green peas, 61 cars; imports, 
14 cars; lemons, 204 cars; lettuce, 856 cars; mixed citrus fruit, 487 
cars; mixed vegetables, 527 cars; imports, 3 cars; mixed deciduous 
fruit, 4 cars; onions, 465 cars; oranges, 2,845 cars; imports, 2 cars: 
pears, 121 cars; peppers, 2 cars; spinach, 325 cars; string beans, 91 
cars; sweet potatoes, 544 cars; tomatoes, 102 cars; imports, 135 cars; 
potatoes, 3,075 cars; imports, 31 cars. 





December 15, 1928 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Direct Service 


LOS ANGELES (witmington—Berth 188) 
SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 39) 


OAKLAND mene Seavent Street Pier) 


Intercoastal 
PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 
Served by: 
Pennsylvania Railroad 
Central ag ne of New Jersey 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Steamer 
December 19 SUDAWSONCO 
January - SURAILCO 
AND ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS THEREAFTER 


From Gullf-Intercoastal 
MOBILE, ALA. (Risen? State Docks) Steamer 


January SUNEWCO 
AND ALTERNATE THURSDAYS THEREAFTER 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Port Newark Terminal 
Telephone Mulberry 4300 
sa gor io See ee cden, 


General Offices: 
5 Nassau St., Rew | York City 
BR yee orong 
Meta ; 


Ship by Water 
WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los nlaahes, San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 
FROM 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 
SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 

For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 


WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Baltimore, Md. Philadelphia, Pa. Pa. Norfolk, Va. 
39 South St. Bldg. Oliver Law Building 
‘ain on our Sibenudtn Odisen ot paitn of ool etc. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


YOU CAN MEET EVERY 
DEMAND WITH A “WETZEL” 


av 


WETZEL DROP FRONT TARIFF FILES 


“THE EASIEST WAY" 


Ti—Tep Section 


12—Tariff File Section With 24 2nch Drop Front Torift Files 


T3—Tariff File Section With 16 8-Inch Drep Front Tariff Files 


T4—Tariff File Section With 12 4-inch Drep Frent Tariff Files 


T5—Sliding EES Section 


T6—Twe Drawer Storage Section 
T1—Low Sanitary Base Section 
Write us for information 


P. A. Wetzel Company 


Manufacturers 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 
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Digest of New Complaints 


No. gy ei 1. Caskey Baking Co. et al., Hagerstown, Md., vs. B. 
e 

Unreasonable rates on L. C. L. shipments of printed waxed 

wrapping paper from Milwaukee, Wis., South, Columbus, O., Co- 

lumbus, O., Chicago, Ill., Cincinnati, O., and Clarksburg, Ww. Vaiss 

to Hagerstown and Cumberland, M4., ‘and Martinsburg, W. Va. 
Asks reparation 

‘No. Ew amber of Commerce, Hastings, Neb., et al. vs. C. & N. 


et 

Unreasonable rates and charges on green salted hides, pelts, 

agg ase and tallow, between Hastings, Neb., and Chi hicago, 
Ill., Milwaukee, Wis. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21703. The Wm. Schluderberg-T. J. Kurdle Co., Baltimore, Md., 
vs. B. & O. et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on fresh 
meats and packing house products, from Baltimore, Md., to New 
York, N. Y. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21714. The American Medicinal Spirits Co. et al., Wilmington, 
Del., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates on whiskey (medicinal) from Louisville, Ky., 
to Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. 21715. Kelly-Wilson Co., Asheville, N. C., vs. Southern et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, 
- pig lead, from ae and East St. Louis, Ill, and St. Louis, 

to Asheville, C. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
No. nr i6. Kistler Liethes Co., Boston, Mass., vs. a a ae 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on que 
bracho extract, imported, from New York and Philadele ia to 
Lock Haven, Pa. Asks reparation. 

No. 21717. Saffold Brothers, Tampa, Fla., vs. Seaboard Air Line. 

Unreasonable charges for refrigerator car service on bananas 
in switch movement from Municipal Docks at Tampa, to 
complainants’s warehouse because of imposition of rental charge. 
Asks cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 21718. Mill Motor Car Co., Miami, Fla., vs. Michigan Central et al. 

Charges in violation of sections 1, 4 and 6 of the act, on 
automobiles, from Detroit, Mich., to Miami, Fla. Asks cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. 21719. C. O. Dawson, Blair, Neb., et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on coal, from 
points in Illinois, Kentucky and Indiana to Blair, Neb. Asks rates 
for ae —_ reparation. 

No. 21720. Spencer, Plankinton, S. D., vs. C. & N. W. et al. 

ly _ violation of sections’ 1 and 3 of the act, on a 
petroleum products, from Casper, Wyo., to Plankinton, Ss. 
Asks reparation. 


No. ere}. The CE alte Co. et al, Belleville and New Athens, 


Rates in violation of sections. 1 and 3 of the act, on stoves and 
Loulsts from Belleville and Athens, IIl., to Arkansas, Oklahoma. 
siana and Texas, shippers at Quincy, Til., and Hannibal an 
Louis, Mo., alleged to be preferred. Asks rates for future 

aa reparation. 
No. 21722. Arcade Mfg. Co. et al., Freeport, Ill., vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on petroleum 
products, from Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, Arkansas,, and Louisi- 
ana cas points to points in Illinois and Iowa intermediate 
$05 O00. icago, Ill.; where lower rates applied. Ask reparation of 
No. 21724. Cameron Joyce Smith Elder & Co., Keokuk, Ia., vs. C. B. 


Rates and charges in violation of Sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 of the 
act, on sand from Gladstone, Ill., to Keokuk, Ia. ‘Asks cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. 21725. Wm. E. Dee Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. & W. et al. 

Rates in violation of ‘first three sections of the act, on drain 

tile from Mecca and Newport, Ind., to points in Wisconsin and 
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Michigan, Minneapolis, St. Paul and Duluth, Minn. Asks Fates 
for future. : 


No. 21726. ‘Williams Traffic Service, Inc., et al., New York City, N. 

Y., vs. Northern Pacific et al 

Complain of icing and salting charges on frozen and/or mild 
cured fish and pickled herring between points in state of Wash. 
ington and Pennsylvania. Asks reparation. 

No. 21727. Federal Fruit Distributors, Fresno, Cal., vs. Southern Pa 
cific et al. ‘ 

Unreasonable charges on grapes from Strathmore and 4 er 
California points, stored in transit at Modesto and San Jose, ¢ 
and reforwarded to Detroit, Chicago, New York and other po 
Asks reparation. 

No. 21723. In the matter of container service. This is an inve 
tion instituted by the Commission in the rates, charges, 
regulations and practices of common carriers by railroad in 
nection with container car service. 


LOCATION OF CARS 


The percentage of home cars on home roads, Class I, ag of 
November 15, was 64.8, according to the semi-monthly bulletig 
of the car service division of the American Railway Association, 
By classes of equipment the percentages were as follows: Boy, 
56.7; refrigerator, 62; coal and coke, 69.3; stock, 84.3; flat, 785. 
tanks and others, 93.4. By districts the percentages for all 
classes of equipment were as follows: Eastern, 53.9; Allegheny, 
71; Pocahontas, 59.8; Southern, 66.9; Western, 68.4. 

The semi-monthly bulletin of percentages of freight cars op 
line to ownership, Class I roads, as of November 15, showed 
the following: Eastern district, 98.2 as against 97.7 a year ago; 
Allegheny, 98.4 as against 100 a year ago; Pocahontas, 79 as 
against 80.6 a year ago; Southern, 94.7 as against.96.8 a year 
ago; western, 98.5 as against 98.8 a year ago; all districts, 97 
as against 97.6 a year ago; Canadian roads, 105.6 as against 
98.6 a year ago. 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC RED BOOK 


The 1929 edition of the Freight Traffic Red Book, just issued, 
contains 100 additional pages covering new subjects and addi- 
tions, according to the announcement of the publishers, and the 
book has been thoroughly revised and brought up to date. This 
edition, the ninth, has 864 pages. 

“It has not been our purpose,” say its authors, Harry G. 
Williams and Charles J. Fagg, “to prepare an extensive treatise 
on any of the subjects embraced herein, nor to offer any new 
idea for solving the many complex transportation problems, but 
to give in an unbiased and brief, yet comprehensive, form the 
fundamental principles underlying the. transportation business 
as thus far developed, together with the present laws, rules, and 
practices governing the operation of our great transportation 
system—all under one cover and in a form that would make it 
truly a ready reference book for the business traffic man and 
a textbook for the student of traffic management.” 

New subjects listed are as follows: United States-Canadian 
international joint rates; car mileage rules and allowances; 
peddler car service; dunnage and bracing; per diem car rules 
and charges, including switching reclaim rules; car service code; 
live stock twenty-four-hour act; inland waterways corporation 
act, and the merchant marine act of 1928. 

The Traffic Publishing Company, Inc., New York, is the 
publisher. 


Docket of the Commission ° 





Note. items In the Decket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements ——— too late te show the change in 
this Docket will be noted else 
December 17—St. Louis, Mo. ~Aitmaminer Taylor: 

1. & S. 3130—Consolidated Southwestern Cases (portion involving 

Ba on pipe. riveted, steel or wrought iron, etc.) 

$535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases (portion respecting rates 
on pi riveted, steel or wrought iron, etc.) 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
be a age Rock Board of Commerce vs. - & S. Ry. = al. 
t. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
* 21283—Weob Press Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. oe ‘et al. 
December 17—St. Paul ‘Minn. —Director Bartel: 
21107 (and Sub. 1)—City of St. Paul vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 
20921—-City of St. Paul vs. C. M. St. P. & P. Ry. et al. 
December 17—Watérbury, Conn.—Examiner Wilson: 
21383—Manufacturers’ Foundry Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
21136—The Manufacturers’ Foundry Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. 


December 17—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Matson: 
21832—Advance Bag & Paper Co., Inc., et al., vs. B. & O. R. R. 


et al. 
21306—Champion Coated Paper Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 


“ December 17—Argument at bey ae te C.3 
17400—Appalachian Power Co. et al. N. & W. Ry. 
ps aS he East Rochester Assn. vs. 3. & O. R. R. et al. 

my Gt OR " k 
19769—L- E. Holloway & Co. A. B. & A. Ry. et al. 

December 17—Valdosta, ta Hill: 
21081—Valdosta Traffic Bureau vs. G. S. & F. Ry. et al. 
21269—Owl — Phosphate Mining Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


er Davis: 
oint Application of Mountain States Telephone 


Finance No. 73 


& Telegraph Co. and Otto Schulz for a certificate that the acquisi- 
tion by the Mountain States Telephone & Telegraph Co. of the 
telephone properties of said Otto Schulz will be of advantage to 
the persons to whom service is to be rendered and in the public 


interest. 

Finance No. 7276—Joint Application of Mountain States Telephone 
& Telegraph Co. and the Uintah Telephone Co. for a certificate 
that the acquisition by the former company of the properties of 
the latter company will be of advantage to the persons to whom 
service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 

December 18—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Later: 
21553—The Grabler Mfg. Co. vs. Erie R. R. et a’ 
21536—The Federal Foundry Supply Co. vs. C. 3 & Q. R. R. 


December 18—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 
21122—Stokely Bros. Co. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


December 18—Terre Haute, Ind.—Examiner McAuliffe: 
ae Bituminous Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. B. & O. R. R. 


et 
Geemaee 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18187—Transportation of Strawberries in C. L. lots from Florida, 
Georgia, Alabama, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia 
to points in Official Classification territory. 


December 18—Waterbury, Conn.—Examiner Wilson: 
tee Waterbury Farrell Foundry & Machine Co. vs. B. & M. 
et al. 


December 19—Terre Haute, Ind.—Examiner McAuliffe: 
21460—Terre Haute Malleable & Mfg. ~*~ vs. C. & E. I. Ry. et al. 
paceman 19—Argument .at Washington, cs 
19637—Alton Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & # . S 
19960 (and Sub. 1)—Texas Co. vs. A. T. F fy. ic al. 
20158—Panhandle Oil Co. of Arizona vs. wt “T. @ 8. F. a. et al. 
20347—Cairo Association of Commerce et al. vs. A. & N. C. R. R. 
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The Cotton Concentration Company 
SHIPPING CONTROL 


Concentrators and Distributors of Cotton 
and General Merchandise 
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~ Located at GALVESTON, TEXAS ShipindeX Rate Card Records are instruments of 
; : , shipping control; the — edges reveal the points 
i The World’s Largest Cotton Port to or from which goods are being shipped or re- 
ceived; the body of the card discloses the rates and 
ai S: Hi 7 Density Conanensen, Capadity U0 Bales other pertinent information. 
my Each rate card is a unit by itself—its insertion, its 
Bor Eiminred as Sprinkler System Throughout. growth, its removal affects no other card. 
» 185; . ShipindeX gives you lowest rates where transporta- 
ad Retsrie Senpetetie  o Gee tion costs are paramount and quickest routes where 
ail Vv srious Wa areho uses’ Storage Capacity 400,000 Bales time is a factor. i 
' . . . 
= Joterrity ie idan Oe waitin: Weis Write Today for Details Concerning 
ag 
“ne Capacity of Tracks Serving Plants Over 50@ Cars. H i p | N D E 
sainst 
EEttablished system of Service. RATE CARD SYSTEM 
No Obligation 
add WE NEITHER BUY NOR SELL COTTON Desk 110 
1 the 
Thi We Care Not “From Whence It Comes Nor 
4 Whither It Goes,” That’s Your SHIPPING SERVICE 
tis Business and Yours Only ORGANIZATION 
GEO. SEALY J. GARRISON 
a President Vice-Pres. and Gen’l Manager 25 W. 43rd Street, New York, N. Y. 
and 
tion 





“REA LS ah ROG IEE RE Bl CT NTE 
ah OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 
OCEAN SERVICE 


Great Lakes 















lian yore. 

PROPOSED SAILINGS 
08; THE ONLY DIRECT ALL-WATER ROUTE 
ies (Subject to change without notices) SERVING WITHOUT TRANS-SHIP MENT 
de; Porte “Halt” | “Estland” | “Haiti” | A Steamer A Steamer New York - Buffalo - Cleveland - Toledo - Detroit 
ion eens Aen Oswego - Hamilton, Ont. 








NEWYORK.SI) sere. 27} 00. 6 | Oct. 25 Nov. 8 








































































































































































a Dec. 1 
P ST. THOMAS..| Oct. 8 |y Oct. 12| Oct. 81 ]y Nov ® Dea. 7 a as begiee ee ee ca 
gag a 2 ag ga S Nor. 10. | " aeeower - ee eS TC ( ; 
8T. KITTS..... Oct. 55 Oct, 14] Nov, 9/5 Nov, 11 . Dec. 9 ‘ 
ANTIQUA......| Oct. 6 |! Oct. 25 | Nov. 3/2 Nov. 13] Deo. 1/2 Dec. 10 4 
GUADELOUPE.) Oct. 7 |w Oct. 16 | Nov. 4 |w Nov. 18 Dee, 11 i 
DOMINICA..... Oct. 8 |S Oct. 17 | Nov. 5 |S Nov. 14 Dee. 12 
MARTINIQUE..| Oct. 8 |i Oct. 18| Nov. 5 ]m Nov. 15| Dee 8 lam Dec. 13 
“ ST. LUCIA..... Oct. 9 |e Nov. 6 |@ Dec. 4 
° BARBADOS... Oct. 9 |S Oct. 19] Nov. 6 |g Nov. 16 Dec. 14 
ne TRINIDAD..Arr.) Oct. 11 j~ Oct. 21 Nov. 8 | Nov. 18 Deo. 16 
° TRINIDAD..Lv.| Oct 12/5 Nov. 91g ; 
m GRENABA...... Oct, 13 |” Oct. 20| Nov. 10 |” Nov. 17 Deo. 15 
ST. VINCENT.| Oct. 14 |% Oct. 20| Nov. 11 |% Nov. 17 f Dee. 15 
DOMINICA..... Oct. 15 |i Nov. 12 | 
GEORGETOWN. S oct. 2% S$ Nov. 21 Dec. 19 
PARAMARIBO.. « Oct. 25 e Nov. 23 Dee. 20 SHIP BY BARGE! 
. CAYENNE...... = Oct. 2 = Nov. Deo, 22 via THE OPEN GATEWAY TO the SEA 
HAMPTON ‘ Nov. 18 | Y Dee. 16° AFFORDING SHIPPERS 
; ROADS...arr.| Oct. 21 oe Dependable Fre Freight Service with 20% Savings in Rates. 
NEW YORK.arr.| Oct. 22 Nov. 19 Dec. 17 very Steamers at New York Without Trans-shipment. 





Noth Lese Than Full Barge Loads Acce —. 650 
po Fe Bem al : > mate fleets of four 


tons load. 
(4) with Uppronimate cotel capacity of 3 
nur intial Meanie, aiabiins 


HEDGER TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, Inc. 


FOR RATES, PERMITS, AND FURTHER INFORMATION APP. 


OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 


WHITEHALL BUILDIN BAT Ee, Gowrie ent a ‘ORK, SEW YORK 
NEW YORK TERMINAUS! pie ST- RIVER 


















Benton Se Sate HAMPTON ROADS, VA. xy, was 25 Broadway, New York City, N.Y. aoe 8s 
TT eare’ of Tyoes, Bias IY. Markie Exchanee Buffalo Office: Chamber of Commerce Bidg. bonis 6 
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December 19—Jackschville, Fla.—Examiner Hill: 
1. & S. 3183—Naval Stores from South Atlantic Ports to Canadian 
destinations. 
21280—Gamble & Stockton Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


December 19—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examinera Flynn and Way: 
20902—Apache Powder Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


December 20—Washington, D. C.—Director Hardie: 

* 13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. (In re grouping and rates 
between points in Southwestern Texas and gateways and defined 
territories.) 

December 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 

21177—Chemical Lime Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

December 20—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner McAuliffe: 

21374—-Dixie Sales Co., Inc., vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

December 20—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

19890—U. S. Phosphoric Products Corp. vs. B. A. & P. Ry. et al. 

20406—Virginia-Carolina Chemical Corp. vs. B. A. & P. Ry. et al. 

20190—Armour Fertilizer Works vs. B. A. & P. Ry. et al. 

20503—Gordon Candy Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

20504 (and sub. Nos. 1 to 4, incl.)—Minnesota Valley Canning Co. 
va. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

Valuation No. 1065—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Terminal R. R. Assn. of St. Louis et al. 

Valuation No. 1037—In re East St. Louis Connecting Ry. 

Valuation No. 1042—In re St. Louis Transfer Ry. 

— No. 1057—In re St. Louis Merchants’ Bridge Terminal Ry. 
e os 

December 20—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner Hill: 
21060—Baker & Holmes Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


December 20—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner McChord: 
21439—Woodford Spears & Sons et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 


December 21—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner McAuliffe: 
21462 (and Sub. 1)—Buhner Fertilizer Company et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 


Ry. et al. ; 
21462 (Sub. 3)—Armour Fertilizer Works vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. 


December 21—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. & S. 3155—Rules for handling less carload perishable shipments 
in individual cars. 
20574—-Barnhart Coal Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. Ry. et al. 
20759—Poll Construction Co. vs. C. & E. IL. Ry. 


December 22—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19644—-Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
Portions Fourth Section Applications No. 1772, 1773, 1774, 1780 and 


20538—Buckeye Clay Pot. Co. et al. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. 
20583—-Continental Steel Corp. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
20704 (and Sub. 1)—Bay Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 

December 22—Lexington, Ky.—Examiner McChord: 
21577—Rapp Lumber Co. vs. L. & N: R. R. 

December 27—Argument at Washington,;-D. C.: “ox 
20456 (and Sub. 1)—Christian Feigenspan vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
18478—Strouds Creek & Muddlety R. Co. vs. Bui&e O. R. R. et al. 


December 28—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20306—-Baltimore Association of Commerce et al. vs. American Ha- 
waiian S. S. Co. et al. , 


January 2—Dallas, Tex.—Assistant Director Davis: 
Finance No. 5472—Construction of line by G. C., & S. F. Ry. 


January 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Mullen: 

bas = — Sub. 1 and 2)—Bedford Pulp & Paper Co. vs. C. & O. 

y. et al. 

19696 (Sub. 3)—Buena-Vista Extract Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry. 
January 3-4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
* Ly" og 6—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 6, Iron and Steel 

rticles. 

15490—Alan Wood Iron & Steel Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
17878—Rates on iron and steel articles in carloads within state of 


Ohio. 
18547—Cleveland Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18548—Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
18627—Cumberland Steel Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. 4 
18667—American Rolling Mill Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
18688—Inland Steel Co. et al..vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
18951—Detroit Board of Commerce vs. A. & E. _ 
19023—Kalamazoo Chamber of Commerce vs. A. 
19036—Lansing Chamber of Commerce vs. A. 
19066—Motor Wheel Corp. vs. A. & E. R. R. 
19085—Elmira Steel Co., Inc., vs. L. V. R. R. 
19134—Natl, Supply Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. R. 
19400—Keystone Steel & Wire Co. vs. C. & A. 
19428—The Kawneer Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
19496—Barry Mfg. Co. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 
19531—Keystone Steel & Wire Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
1. & §S. 2713—Iron and steel articles from Brazil and Terre Haute, 
‘ — to Chicago. 


S. 2890—Iron and steel articles, cls., between points in New 
w E 7 2896—Iron and steel articles from Cleveland, O., to Dunkirk, 


Se RHR HRHRHREHRHRHEER ** 


* 


England territory. 


* 


January 4—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases et al. (Petition of Mer- 
chants’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau of Muskogee, Okla., 
dated Oct. 2, 1928, and Bartlett-Collins Co. and other glass com- 
panies’ pétition dated Oct. 25, for modification of findings and 
orders heretofore entered in these proceedings to eliminate certain 
commodities from these proceedings, are assigned for hearing on 
question of whether window glass, rough rolled, glass, polished, 
wire glass, lamp chimneys, lantern globes, glass globes, soda ash, 
salt cake and cullet, glass bottles, carboys, demijohns or jars, not 
otherwise indexed by name, in current Western Classification, 
jelly glasses, tumblers, including caps, covers, stoppers or tops, in 
= or mixed C. L., shouud be eliminated from these proceed- 

January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Harris: 

* 1. & S. 3209—Storage of grain for export at Baltimore, Md., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and New York, N. Y. 

January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 

21517—Middle Creek R. R. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

January 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Harraman: 

21018—Edmund D. Codman vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 

January 5—Houston, Tex.—Assistant Director Davis: 

Finance No. 7019—Joint and: Several Application of Texas & New 
Orleans R. R. and International-Gt. Nor. R. R. et al. for authority 
to operate over the tracks of the Harris County-Houston Ship 
Channel Navigation District and to acquire control of said tracks 
and appurtenances, 
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January 7—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 17454—Oklahoma Salvage and Supply Co. vs. W. F., R. & Ft W 
R. R. et al. (for purpose of receiving proof as to paying and bear. 
ing of the charges on shipments involved). 

* 21198—Quinton Spelter Co. vs. C. R. L & P. Ry. et al. 


January 7—Peoria, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 
* “oer Sanitary Manufacturing Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & g, F 
y. et al. g 


January 7—New York, N. Y.—Commissioner Lewis and Atty, Ry. 

aminer Barclay: . 

17000—Part 5—Rate Structure Investigation. Furniture in so ty 
as it embraces the classifications, ratings, rates, charges, 
regulations and practices pertaining to the interstate transport,. 
tion of furniture. 

18323—Investigation of Rates on Furniture. 

Il. & S. 2828—Metai Furniture in C. F. A. Terry. 
8568—Hey wood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

18835—-Grand Rapids Show Case Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al, 

19306—Hey wood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

20022—Mayer & Co. vs. L. I. R. R. et al. 

20597—Heywood- Wakefield Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

l. & S. 3102—Classification Ratings on Furniture Frames. 

20726—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S, R. R. et al. 

21061—I. Addison, Trading as Florida Mattress Factory, et al vw, 
A. & R. R. R. et al. 

21087—The Stationers Corp. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. 

21118—Heywood- Wakefield Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al, 
and receivers thereof. 

21135—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

Portions Fourth Section Appl. 2057 et al. (further hearing). 


January 7—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner. Griffin: 
1. & S. 3198—Merchandise in steel shipping containers; loaded on 
container cars, between St. Louis, Mo., and western: and south. 
western points. . 


January 7—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
* 1. & S. 3206—Hollow Building Tile between points in Trunk Line, 
Cc. F. A. and W. T. L. territories. 


January 8—Peoria, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 
* 21481—Central Illinois Petroleum Marketers and Consumers. Assn, 
et al. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 


January 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sullivan: 
* 1. & S. 3130—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. (In so far as it has 
to do with coal tar and pitch.) 
January 8—Washington, D. C.—Assistanit Traffic Director Pitt: 
Fourth Section Application Nos. 542 et al. Rates on stoves and 
ranges from, to and between points in southern territory. 


January 8—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
aa * a> 3179—Glass or Silica Sand from Guion, Ark., to Ark., La. and 
a. ; ; 

January 8—Chicago; Ill.—Examiner Disque: ~~ 

* 21355—Supreme Lodge of the World, Loyal Order of Moose vs, 
Cc. B. & Q. Be*R., et al. 

January 9—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 

* 21424—Shafton Co., et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry., et al. 


January 9—Argument at Washington, D. C 
* 18464—Austin Powder Co. vs. W. & L 

* 15924—Grasselli Chemical Powder Co. vs. A. C. & Y. 
* 16938—E. I. Du Pont De Nemours & Co. vs. B. & O. 
* 18963—American Agricultural Chemical Co. vs. A. & S. Ry, et al. 

* 19366, and Sub. 1—Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. etal. 


January 9—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Bardwell: 
13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
21632—Intrastate rates within Louisiana. 
14880—Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 
14416—Little Rock Board of Commerce vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15463—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


January 9—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner.-Koch: 
12798—Galveston Commercial Assn. vs. G. H. & 8. 
20685—The Cooper Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. & N. C. R. R. 
Fourth Section Application 13271. 


January 10—Argument at Washington; D: C.: 

* 19054—G. H. Treyz & Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

* 20309—Atlantic Coal Tar Distillates vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

* 20792—E. A. Boyce Co., Inc., et al. vs. St. L. B. & M. R. R- et al. 

January 10—Fresno, Calif.—Examiner_ Davis: 

* Finance No. 7024—Application of Western Pacific California R. R. 
(a) to construct a line of railroad from Nilegarden to a connec- 
tion with*the Tidewater Southern: Ry. 24 miles, in San Joaquin 
and Stanislaus Counties, Calif., (b) to construct a line of rail- 
road from a point near Hilmar in a general southeasterly direc- 
tion approximately 81 miles, to Fresno, Calif., in Merced, Madera 
and Fresno counties, Calif., (c) to construct a line of railroad 
from a point..at or near Fresno in a general southeasterly di- 
rection to Kings River, approximately 21 miles, in Fresno and 
Tulare counties, Calif., and (d) to. operate under trackage rights 
over the Tidewater Southern Ry. from Shoemake to a point near 
Hilmar, approximately 12 miles, in Stanislaus and Merced coun- 
ties, Calif. 

January 10—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 

* 21423 (and.Sub. 1)—North American Provision Co. vs. M. & N. A. 
Ry. (W. Stephenson, Rec.), et al. 

* 21464—Carroll Graham Bottle Co., Inc. vs. C. & N. W. Ry., et al. 


January 11—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
* 21657—Armour & Co., et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. 


January 11—Rock Island, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 

x 21364—Rock Island Sash and Door Works et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. 
et al. 

January 11—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 21260—F.. M. Hawley et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 21272—Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 21457—Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

January 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* 15823—Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

* 15824—Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

January 11—Oconto, Wis.—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin: 

Finance No. 7135—Application C. & N. . Ry. for authority _to 

abandon a line of railroads in Oconto and Langlade counties, Wis. 

January 12—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 

* 21641—Hoffman Bros. Co., a Corporation, et al. vs: A. T. & S. F. 
Ry., et al. 

January 14—Moline, Ill.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 21417—Traffic Bureau, Moline Assocjation of Commerce et al, vs. A. 
T. & S, F, Ry. et al, 


Ry. et al.. 


et al. 


A. Ry. et al. 
et al. 





December 15, 1928 


FIREPROOF Wasunewsss A, s Te 

to warehouse. W. 2 weteies te DISTRIBUTION of 
ear shipments. ce rates ba FE eents. Loans ne 
The Waleker ‘Tresster & & Sterage Company 


LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 
Los Angeles and San Francisco 
Free and U.S. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 
Songs Begs SS ae ieee Wpleeg-+ md Office —s lay 
we oso ji Ss Selsey i tho an 
the rates den car egumlined curt ~4 — 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 


PREMIUM 


Styles, desires, and needs change so 
rapidly today, you must have your 
goods in the market at the strategic 
time to compete and make a profit. 
The American Mail Line offers you 
swift, dependable service to and from 
Oriental ports. Sailings every other 
Saturday by ‘‘President Liners’’ from 
Seattle. Arrivals from the Orient on 
alternate Mondays. Through bills of 
lading issued to all Oriental ports. Speed 
your shipment over ‘‘the Short Route.”’ 


Seven express ‘‘Cargo Liners’? augment 
this service. 
T. J. KEHOE, Gen. Eastern Agt.,32 Broadway, New York 


W.G. ROCHE, Inc., Gen. Agt. R, Brass, Sen. Bas. 
1714 Dime Bank Bidg. . 110 So. Dearborn S 
Sore Mich. Chi 


BATES, General F; he t 
1519 Railrond ‘Avunue South, Son ea ig > FE 


76 offices in 22 countries at owl service 


American Mail Line 


THE TRAFFIC. WORLD 


Traffic Science 


Through Actual Practice 


No Theory. No Tedious Book Reading 
Actual Work on Carriers’ Tariffs 
1.C.C. Decisions and Publications 

Two separate Courses: 

(1) Traffic Specialization 
(2) Traffic Law and Practice 


January Resident Classes Now Forming— 
Write for Catalog of Mail Training Courses. 


CQNLSGEOEAIANCED dry 


CA Single Subject Well Taught! 


Dept. J, 1148 Transportation Bidg., CHICAGO. Harrison 8650 


PANAMA MAILS.S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 
Scheduled Fertnightly Sailings via Panama Canal 
From SAN FRANCISCO and LOS ANGELES te HAVANA and NEW YORK 
EASTBOUND SAILINGS 
From Los Angeles 
Dec. 22 


Champerico, San Jose de 
Puntarenas, San 
ventura, Puerte, 


Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 


Through rail export bills of lading issued in transcontinental 
territory via San Francisco and Los Angeles harbor honored to all 
West~Coast Mexican and Central American ports. 


—OFFICES— 
560 D Deaies Sh. Denes 2 Pine Street, San Francisce, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New Yerk, N. Y. 548 S. Spring » Les Angeles, Cal. 


“The Most Useful 
Shipping Aid I Know’ — 


said Walter Brown, shipping executive of the 
Warren Brown Company, “is Signode Ten- 
sional Steel Strapping. The tools are so 
simple and clever. You can use it on most 
every type of shipment and have a safer and 
cheaper unit. 


“It certainly does save me time and, what’s 
more important, callings down on account of 
damaged shipments.” 


If you are not familiar with the 


Signode System, write today 
for new catalog No. 15. 


Consolidated Steel Strapping Co. 
2613 N. Western Ave. Chicago, Ill. 


SIGNODE 


the Sealed Steel Strapping 


We also ufacture reund wire plain bex strapping, 
> <a Mane Sel ieee Geek uae, tar Ea ee. 
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January 14—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Griffin: 
* ys (and Sub. 1)—Dunn Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. & 8S. F. Ry. 


al. 
* 21600 Lucey Manufacturing Corp. of Tenn., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et a 
soemery 14—Chicago, Il].—Examiner mere: 
21526—James B. Clow & Sons vs. L. V. R. R. et al. 
January 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner gt oa: 
Valuation No. 989—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
North American Telegraph Co. et al. 
Valuation No. 1081—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Mackay Companies, Land Line System. 





POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 





The rates for classified advasindaiie are as follows: Firet In- 
sertion, $1 per line; minimum charge $3; succeeding Insertions, per 
line, 50 cents; 10 words to the Hne; numbers and abbreviations counted 
as words; 6 point type; — in advance. Answers to keyed ad- 
vertisements forwarded of aoe and all correspondence held 
in strict confidence. THE TRAFF WORLD, 418 South Market 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 


WANTED—To experienced traffic men of good education, we 
offer an unusual opportunity to become district managers for the 
leading exclusive college of traffic. Only training of its kind in the 
U. S. Write at once for details, giving full information about your- 
self. Address G. R., care Traffic World, Chicago, IIl. 


WANTED—Young men having Railroad freight rate and claim 
experience as Assistants in Commercial Traffic Department in vicinity 
of New York City. Good opportunity for advaneement. State full 
experience, age, salary desired and if employed. Address A. R. R. 
160, care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


Pe din gee WANTED—Traffic manager, attorney; married; six- 
teen years’ ra’ and commercial experience; desire chance to 
vance; Ohio a or Michigan territory preferred; referen 
Address W. V.B , care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill 


We Bind The Traffic World 


ST: TANNER A 
In Best st Grade Buckram for $2.25 Per Volume (26 Numbers) 


Prompt Service and nite Fae Demoantect 
e also Bind All tie 


The Book Shop Bindery 


350-354 West Erie Street Chicago 








Chicago’s and Kansas City’s 
Most Modern Warehouses 


Merchandise 
Storage 


Pool Car 
Distribution 


Capacity 


Get the facts! 


The growing importance of Dallas and the South- 
west market makes the following reports extremely 
valuable to the traffic executives of expanding 
organizations in all lines—write for any or all of 
them you wish: 1. Market Map of the Southwest. 
2. The Southwest—Six Billion Dollar Market. 
3. Dallas—Distribution Center. 4. Industrial Sure 
vey of Dallas. 5. Dallas as a City in Which to 
Live. 6. The Growth of Dallas. 7. Texas Corpo- 
ration Laws. INDUSTRIAL DALLAS, Inc., 1148 
Chamber of Comnterce Building, Dallas. 





- illion 
Dollar Market «+ eee 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
SOLID or POOL CAR and CONTAINER DISTRIBUTION 


DELIVERY 
COMPLETE BREAKUP | SERVICE 


WAREHOUSING 
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LEONARD’S GUIDE 


FREIGHT, EXPRESS, PARCEL POST 
Rates and —— All Peak y One Book! 


_G. R. R. Leonard . & Co. 


. 16 E. 26th St., New York 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
When in Washington, Eat Well Seasoned, Home Cooked Food at 


THE AVENUE CROWN 


Across the Street from J. C. C. BLDG. 


DINNER 1727 Penna. Avenue N. W. 


LEDERER 
TERMINAL 


BUILDS BETTER BUSINES 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 


Do You Know n:«.. 


(1) Rent teams and trucks? (2) Distribute pool cars? 
(3) Make daily deliveries to suburbs as well as 
to all parts of Chicago? 
JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


Established 1087 1020 South Canal Street, Chicago 

















MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouses Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jobbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


589 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


Foreign Freight 
Forwarders 


Established 1884 


D.C. ANDREWS & CO., Inc. 


27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. 


Boston Office: 
92 State Street 











Two Deliveries Daily in Philadelphia and Nearby Suburbs. 
Daily Delivery ge 


vice to 250 Surrounding Towns. 


UNION TRANSFER CO. 


sussibiary PHILADELPHIA LOCAL EXPRESS 


Established 1867 1004-26 Spring Garden St. 
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“I immediately recommended 
the Automatic 
Tariff Files” 


The popular 
Automatic 
Tariff File. 





HIS letter from a user of the Automatic 

Tariff Files reflects the opinion of hun- 
dreds who have learned the convenience, 
accessibility and speed delivered by the exclu- 
sive Automatic V-Expanding operation. 


Mr. Peterson, Traffic Agent of the Central 
Illinois Public Service Company, says: “For 
your information we were one of the first to 
use the Automatic V-Expanding Tariff File. 
Later on it became necessary to have tariff 
files on the. Southern Illinois Railway & 
Power Company, which is a subsidiary of this 
company, and I immediately recommended 
the Automatic tariff files. These were pur- 
chased about a year and 
a half ago. Some three 
months ago, the Spring- 
field Chamber of Com- 
merce, through our rec- 
ommendation, installed 
the Automatic Tariff Files 
in their Traffic Depart- 
ment. Just the other day 
I talked with the Traffic 
Commissioner and he is 
more than pleased with 
the files and stated from 
now on he would use 
nothing but the Auto- 
matic “V”-Expanding 
Tariff Files and that is 
quite true with our organization.” 





Ask about the new 
Automatic Desks 
for busy executives. 


Send for bulletins describing the Automatic 
features of convenience, visibility and ac- 
curacy. Find out how these Traffic Files can 
save time and energy in YOUR work. 


The Automatic 
File & Index Co. 


Green Bay, Wisconsin, U. S. A. 


New York Chicago Philadelphia Detroit Milwaukee 





TARIFF’ FILES 


WWirtttn, 































a: 


Wabash 
B Red 


” 





| =| freight 


~'{h iy aeraeuleas 





eee 
RES 
eS 
Sey 


#ee. 
f) MOD EE SY bo. 
© La < / fie 
bh Sf A... 
Oc eeocss’, 
98 Pees 


Os 


Peeee 
Oe c cee 
*teee 
* 8 eees 
Pesce 
+e 
#eee 
Pere 


roule my Cargo | 






ember 22, 1928 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


7 


~ 


P haa te. 2. Ae ef 
\ ana {74 


ve a “yy 1. — 

, | el) Ae a 
mam 1'7 

# 7 = EEN => ~—i A 

is | Nee Cees Yes ay oe | not! 


C4 US eS a AS a , he eS 


za 










To our patrons and 
friends everywhere,we 
extend the greetings 
of the season. 










Throughout the com- 
ing year, asin the past, 
our star will be the 


utmost in dependable 


transportation. 






Officials and Employees 
The Kansas City Southern Ry. Co. 








> KANSAS CIT) SOUTHERN RALWAY (0. 


“STRAIGHT AS THE CROW FLIES = 
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UTE TO HABIT 


Just as many men, when awkward enough to spill salt on the table, throw a bit over 
their left shoulder to appease the Gods of Vengeance, so are many shippers still 
throwing figurative bits of salt when they persist in shipping via south Pacific ports 
on the popular assumption that they are closest to the Orient. 


Of course, they’re not—geography clearly shows us that—but then, many have drifted 
into the habit and find it hard to break. 


As a matter of fact, the Seattle Short Route is from 500 to 1,500 miles shorter than 
any other across the Pacific. The saving in time is proportionate, running from a 
day to a week, depending upon the speed of the vessel. 


This means from one to seven days quicker approach to and deliveries in the great 
markets of the Far East—effective selling advantages; from one to seven days less 
“in transit” time with proportionate savings in insurance and interest charges— 
important shipping economies! 


You, too, should ship via Seattle and gain the benefit of these advantages. 


Seven terminals v H j p Y 1A freezing plant, ice 
equipped to handle plant, 1,000,000 


boxed, baled and sacked bushel concrete 


commodities. These in- ‘ 
clude waterside cold, | grain elevator, vege- 


dry, and bonded ware- table’ oil handling 


houses, fresh fish TE RMI NA AY equipment, etc. | 
THE PORT OF SEATTLE 


Seattle is over 500 miles nearer Yokohama than any other American 
port. By the “established trade route’ via Honolulu, it is 1,500 
miles nearer. The saving in time is proportionate, depending upon 
speed of the vessel. 


Bell St. Terminal Seattle, Washington — Hawait *e 


Seattle : the Orient 


Pseattle to Yokohama 
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Yel Offers a High! 
Wy ers a Hi y 
iyo Lg Y/ Developed Freight Service 


jj - BETWEEN 


The New England States and the South 
and West—Eastern Canada and all points 
South. Close affiliation with the lines listed ~ 
below makes this an ideal route for the 
rapid movement of shipments. 


Canadian Pacific Railway 
Canadian National Railways 
Quebec, Montreal & Southern. ... 
Boston & Maine 

Boston & Albany 

Pennsylvania 

Lehigh Valley 

Central R. R. of N. J. 


| via Rouses Point, N. Y. 


via Mechanicville, N.Y. 
via Albany, N. Y. 


via Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


} via Binghamton, N. Y. 


And Their Connections. 


Our nearest representative will, if given opportunity, render you 


HELPFUL SERVICE 


All D. & H. Traffic Agencies are furnished information daily relative 
to junction passings. The Agency nearest you will keep you advised 
of the progress of your urgent carload shipments if requested to do so. 


DELAWARE & HUDSON FREIGHT TRAFFIC AGENCIES 


mee ae ng 
fmm 
* te 


ie 
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Ve. 
AV. 


» 
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ALBANY, N. Y.—Telephone 3-11-41 
J. E. Sg Milk Agent, 


D&HB 
F. tos Eastern Freight Agent, 
D & H Building 
ATLANTA, GA.—Telephone Walnut 5464 
Mente Pickens, Jr., Commercial Agent, 
Healey Building 


MASS.—Telephone Liberty 4106-4107 
F. H. Wheeler, New England Freight Agent, 
429-430 Chamber of Commerce my 
BUFFALO, N. Y.—Telephone Senec 
Jas. Vandenberge, General Agent, * eight Dept., 
722 Ellicott Square Building 
one Wabash 8994 


CHICAGO, ILL.—Tele 
Cc. H. » Gene Agent, Freight Dept., 
1101-02 Utilities B uilding, 
327 Seuth La Salle St. 
MQuTaEE. QUE.—Telepheone Uptown 7 
James Fitzsimens, General Canadian Freight A gent, 
106 Seantaent t Bldg., 1117 St. Catherine St., West 
NEW YORK, N. Y.—Telephone Whitehall 5648 and 


Cc. General t, Freight Dept., 
isiens ax Be » 233 Broadway 


ay as gy > N. Te ieeohane 1500 
. W. Ackley, — Freight Agent, 
a Main Stree 


Paes, PA.—Telephone Rittenhouse 


. H. Chase, General Southern Freight Agent, 
1109-10 Finance Build ing, 
1420-26 South Penn Square 


PITTSBURG, PA ee Grant 5 
Haas, General Agent, 


Freight Dept., 
"513-514 " Devenande Building 


PLATTSBURG, N. oe 698 
E. H. Dow, Division Dosigat Agent, 
101 Bridge Street 


SCRANTON, PA-—Tele hone Bell 2-8751 
J. J. Coyle, ght Agent, 
bce Station 


ST. LOUIS, MO.—Telephone Chestnut 9 
J. B. Stewart, General Agent, Freight , a 
1021-1022 Pierce Building 


77% N. Lay a, 765 
. J. Forster, Division Fréight Agent, 
F ater ag 


W. G. rel General Freight Aout Albany, my 
F, sst. Gen. Freight 


3 Freig 
is 2 Perry, Assistant te General Traffi 


Seen ey 
oe Ty . “N.Y. 
_ R. 
N. 


Albany, 7. 
J. E. Roberts, Assistant General Traffic Manager, Albany, N. 


Cc. ROLFE, 
General Frame Manager 


ROUTE 


? J. T. LOREE, 
Vice-President and General Manager 


OF ALBANY, N. Y. 
THE MON TREAL LIM! TED—Populer Short Wey between New Y ore one Montreal 
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All fine trains whose superb equipment fully measures up to 
the highest standards of the most discriminating traveler. 


COMMERCIAL *ORIENTAL 
LIMITED LIMITED 


BLACK 
HAWK 


6:30 p. m. 


*NORTH 
COAST LIMITED 
Ly. CHICAGO ...... ........ 12:10 p. m. 
PR RO!) re 10:40 p. m. 7:00 a. m. 8:15 a. m. 11:00 a.m. 
Ar. MINNEAPOLIS..... 11:35 p. m. 7:35 a. m. 8:55 a. m. 11:55 a.m. 


*Solid through trains to the Pacific Northwest—Spokane, Seattle, Tacoma, Portland 
*OVERLAND MISSOURI 


8:45 p.m. 11:30 p.m. 


COLORADO NEBRASKA 


LIMITED 


LIMITED 


10:30 a. m. 
11:30 p. m. 
1:15 a, m. 
1:10 p. m. 


Lv. CHICAGO ...... ......... 
Ar. OMAHA....__.. 


-. weceeeeee 


Ar. SAS CITY ... 
*Through Pullmans to California, via 


EXPRESS LIMITED 
11:30 p.m. 6:00 p.m. 
3:50 p.m. 

5:55 p.m. 

7:15 a.m. 


6:15 p. m. 
7:35 a. m. 
9:15 a. m. 


7:20 a.m. 
8:00 a. m. 


and the Feather River Canyon 


At Your Service + » BURLINGTON TRAVEL BUREAU 


179 West Jackson Street 


S. J. OWENS, General. Agent 


Phone Wabash 4600 
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OVER-SEAS RAILWAYS, Inc. 


Announces 
INAUGURATION OF SERVICE BETWEEN 


NEW ORLEANS and HAVANA, CUBA 
By caR-cARRIER “SHATRAIN’’ 


FIRST VOYAGE JANUARY 5th 


\/\ Mh 
AV) Ds From January 5th, 1929, 


i 9, i 
iy} PTI] weekly sailings will be 
e ha a my ee o= 























aa, maintained on schedule 
ae shown below. 





The “SEATRAIN”’ 


SCHEDULE 
Ly. New Orleans Sat. P. M. 
Ar. Havana Tuesday A. M. 
Ly. Havana Tuesday A. M. 
Ar. New Orleans Friday A. M. 


Connections at New Orleans with all railroads and at Havana, Cuba, with United Railways 
of Havana and Hershey Railroad. : ’ 
Bookings, rates and full information will be furnished on application to any of the Agents 


of the company shown below. 
: ie L~ 


SSeS “see eee 
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me ‘ao et Tt TUL a 
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Sectional view of ship showing disposition of Cars 


H. E. FRY, General Freight Agent, 1325 Hibernia Bank Building, New Orleans, La. 

Cc. W. GOLDSTEIN, General Western Agent, 1966 Railway Exchange Building, St. Louis, Mo. 

Cc. D. MALLORY & CO., General Eastern Agents, 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

C. A. ANDERSON, Pacific Coast Agent, 149 California St., San Francisco, Cal. 

STANLEY F. MATTOON, Commercial Agent, 326%_ Avalon Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cal. 

ANTONIO RODRIGUEZ, General Freight Agent for Cuba, Obispo 75, Habana, Cuba 
GRAHAM M. BRUSH, President JOSEPH HODGSON, Vice-President 


1325 Hibernia Bank Bldg., New Orleans, La. 





*AMERICA FRANCE LINE 


Cosmopolitan Shipping Co., Inc. 
42 Broadway, New York City 


North Atlantic to French Atlantic ports 
“ 
*AMERICAN BRAZIL LINE 


Colombian Steamship Co., Inc. 
17 Battery Place 
New York City 
Monthly sailings from Philadelphia, New 


York, Savannah, and Jacksonville to ports 
in Northern Brazil 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


YANKEE LINE 


Rogers & Webb 
110 State Street, Boston, Mass. 


North Atlantic to German ports 


Passenger Services—Included in these services are 
the speedy passenger vessels of the United States 
Lines sailing from New York to principal European 
ports, also the American Merchant Lines ships which 
sail weekly between New York and London offering 
passenger accommodations at reasonable rates. 
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GULF WEST 
MEDITERRANEAN LIN# 
Tampa Interocean S. S. Co, 

917 Whitney Building, 
New Orleans, La. 


Gulf and S. Atl. to Portuguese, Spanish 
and North African ports (west of Bee} 


“ 
TEXAS UKAY LINE 


Texas Oceanic S. S. Co., Inc. 
Cotton Exchange Bldg. 
Galveston, Texas 


Texas ports to United Kingdom ports , 


AMERICAN FLAG SERVICES 


* AMERICAN DIAMOND LINES 
Black Diamond S. S. Corp. 
67 Exchange Place, New York City 


North Atlantic ports to Rotterdam, 
Holland, and Antwerp, Belgium 


“ 


DIXIE UK LINE 
Dixie Steamship Co. 
Whitney Central Bank Bidg., 
New Orleans, La. 
New Orleans to United Kingdom 


“ 


AMERICAN MERCHANT LINES 
j. H. Winchester & Co., Inc. 
17 Battery Place, New York City 


Passenger and freight services to United 
Kingdom ports 


“ 


*AMERICAN INDIA LINE 
Roosevelt S. S.Co., Inc. 
11 Broadway, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to Indian ports 
“ 


. *ATLANTIC AUSTRALIAN LINE 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 
11 Broadway, New York City 


New York to Australian ports 


Periodically the ‘octal oe lines combine 
on an around-the-world service via the 
Suez Canal 


“ 


DIXIE MEDITERRANEAN LINE 


Dixie Steamship Co. 
Whitney Central Bank Bldg. 
New Orleans, La. 

New Orleans to Mediterranean ports 


“ 


GULF BRAZIL RIVER PLATE LINE 
Mississippi Shipping Co., Inc. 
’ Hibernia Bank Bldg. 
New Orleans, La. 


Gult ome to Beast ond River Plate ports, 


Mississippi Shipping Co., Inc. 


New Orleans to French Atlantic 


Aga Vi, ¢ 
THE WO! 


f Some exceptional freight services provided 
by the lines operated for the United 
States Shipping Board to all parts of the 
world have won the hearty approval and 
steady support of experienced and pro- 
gressive American shippers. 

These services comprising 22 lines and 
256 ships, sail from Atlantic Coast and Gulf 
Ports to ports in the United Kingdom, Irish 
Free State, Continental Europe, South 
America, the Orient, Dutch East Indies, 
Australasia, India and Africa — carrying 
their cargoes promptly and safely to their 
destinations and aiding American shippers 
materially in the expansion of their export 
trade. . 


For complete information on either freight or pas- 
senger services as to rates, ships, dates of sailing, etc., 
write to 


UNITED STATES 
SHIPPING BOARD 


Merchant Fleet. 
Corporation. . rig 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY- 
EUROPEAN LINE 
Waterman S. S. Corp. 


Hibernia Bank Building Mobile, Ala. 


New Orleans, La. 


and Belgium ports European ports 


MOBILE OCEANIC LINE 


Mobile and Eastern Gulf ports to 
United Kingdom and continental 


AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 
ATLANTIC DIVISION 


Roosevelt S. S. Co. 
11 Broadway, New York City 
N. Atl. ports to Orient and Dutch E. I. 
“ 


AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 
GULF DIVISION 


Tampa Interocean S. S. Co. 
Whitney Bldg., New Orleans, La. 
Gulf ports to Orient and Dutch E. I. 
“ 


TEXAS MEDITERRANEAN LINE 


Texas Oceanic S. S. Co., Inc. 
Cotton Exchange Bldg. 
Galveston, Texas 
Texas ports to Mediterranean ports 
“ 

AMERICAN REPUBLICS LINE 
C. H. Sprague & Son, Inc. 
33 Broad St., Boston, Mass. 


N. andS. Atlantic ports to Brazil and River 
Plate ports, east coast of South America 


“ 


ORIOLE LINES 
Consolidated Navigation Co. 
Citizens National Bank Building 
Baltimore, Md. 


North Atlantic ports to west coast of 
United Kingdom and Irish ports 


“ 


SOUTHERN STATES LINE 
Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S..Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Building 

New Orleans, La. 


New Orleans and Texas ports to German 
and Holland ports 


“ 
TEXAS STAR LINE 


Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S. Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Building 
New Orleans, La. 


Texas ports to French and Belgian ports 
“ 
UNITED STATES LINES 
45 Broadway, New York City 


Passenger, mail, and freight services to 
England, Ireland, France and Germany 


*Accommodations available for a limited number of passengers on these lines. 
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THE WILL TO SERVE 


No Man Can Do His Best Unless He 
Has the Will and the Enthusiasm to 
DoSo. Likewise No Railway Can Truly 
Serve Its Shippers Unless There Is a 
Will to Do Everything Humanly 
Possible Shown by Everyone in the 


eas 


} | " -’ 
= 


uD 
Lis 


EDMONTON @ 


VANCOUVER 


Organization. 


WE HAVE THE MEN 
WITH THE 


WILL TO SERVE YOU 


Let Us Solve Your 
Shipping Problems 


Reliable—Sure—The Steam Railway—The Strong Right Arm of the Nation’s Industry. 


THIEF RIVER FALLS 


FREIGHT SERVICE 


Boston, Mass., 40 Central St. 
Buffalo, N. Y., 504 Iroquois 


Bldg. 
Chicago, Ill., 1630 Bankers Bldg., Clark and Adams. 
Chippewa Falls, Wis. 
Cincinnati, O., 709 Traction Bldg. 
Cleveland, O., 915 Union Trust Bldg. 
Detroit, Mich., 2243 First National Bank Bldg. 
Duluth, Minn., 408 West Superior St. 
Grand Rapids, Mich., 1001 Grand Rapids Trust Bldg. 
Indianapolis, Ind., 430 Merchants Bank Bldg. 
Kansas City, Mo., 723 Walnut St. 


AGENCIES 


Los Angeles, Cal., 530 Van Nuys Bldg. 
Memphis, Tenn., Porter Bldg. 
Milwaukee, Wis., 68 East Wisconsin Ave. 
Minneapolis, Minn., Soo Line Bldg., 5th 
St: and Marquette Ave. 
Neenah, Wis. 
New York, N. Y., 1550 Woolworth Bldg. 
Omaha, Neb., 725-26 W. O. W. Bldg. 
Passaic, N. J., 250 Bloomfield Ave. 
Philadelphia, Pa., 1500 Locust St. 
Pittsburgh, Pa., 2041 Oliver Bldg. 
Portland, Ore., 3rd and Pine’ Sts. 


To avoid delay, shipments for Canadian 
destinations must be accompanied by ship-. 
pers’ export declaration made in triplitate: 
This document must be delivered to railroad 
agent at initial point_with the shipment and 
accompany same to Canadian port of entry. 


SAULT SAINTE MARIE 


4 
Misr, 
Ye 
BESSEMER D 


DULUTH 
Q RONWOOD 


MENOMINEE 


MANITOWO® 
SAINT PAUL ‘ 


MILWAUKEE 


St. Louis, Mo., 2050 Railway 
Exch. g- / 
St. Paul, Minn., 1112 Merchants National * ° 

Bank Bldg. 
San Francisco, Cal., 681 Market St. 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 
Seattle, Wash., 5564 Stuart Bldg. 
Spokane, Wash., 1006 Old Nat’l Bank Bldg. 
Superior, Wis. 
Tacoma, Wash., 1113 Pacific Ave. 
Waukesha, Wis. 
Winnipeg, Man., 603-604 Lembard Bldg. 





8 L 
@ NEW PORE CITY—FGT-FASS. © ORLAROMAG 6 Pan Bis. St. @ VASE Granville Bt. 
@ PHILADELPHIA @®SALT LAKE CITY @ @ WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Packard Bldg. 41 South Main St. Carleten Bldg. Southern Bldg. 


its Hriends 
for 
fmas and 
ew Bear ! 
Southern Pacific Lines 
Officers and Staff 


Extends to its 
best wishes 
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